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Mr. Coox also submitted the following resolu- 
tion : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to lay before this House any evidence, in the 
possession of the Department, showing that the uncur- 
rent notes which he received from the banks of Ed- 
wardsville, Tombighee, and Missouri, as mentioned in 
his report of the 14th ultimo, has been deposited in 
those banks before the date of the contracts by which 
they agreed to account for them as cash; together with 
the contracts under which those banks were only lia- 
ble for said notes as special deposites ; if any such con- 
tracts there were. And that he also lay before this 
House, all the monthly returns in the possession of the 
Department, which were made by the Bank of Mis- 
souri; together with all the correspondence in relation 
to the latter bank, in the possession of the Department, 
which has not been heretofore communicated to this 
House. 


The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

The House took up, and proceeded to consider, 
the.report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
tition of Archibald S. Bulloch and others: Where- 
upon, it was ordered that the said report be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 

The House took up, and proceeded to consider, 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the cases 
of Hoel Lawrence, Frederick White, and of Thad- 
deus Clarke and others: Whereupon, it was or- 
dered that the said report be committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate, have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act supplementary to the several acts for adjusting 
the claims to land, and establishing land offices, 
in the districts east of the island of New Orleans ;” 
and a resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States as it respects the 
choice of President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, and the election of representatives in 
the Congress of the United States ;” in which last 
mentioned bill and resolution, they ask the con- 
currence of this House. 


FLORIDA COAST. 


On motion of Mr. Hix, the Committee on Com- 
_ merce were instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of having the coast of Florida surveyed, so 
as to have an accurate chart thereof made, deline- 
ating thereon the entrance of all the rivers and 
harbors; the islands, rocks, shoals, and reefs, in 
the neighborhood of the coast, as well on the side 
of the Gulf.of Mexico, as on the Atlantic side of 
the peninsula; and that observations be also made 
with reference to sites for lighthouses. 

{Mr. HiL1, in presenting this resolution, observed, 
that he had hitherto delayed to offer it, in the hope 
of receiving information from the Corps of Engi- 
neers who had recently been directed by the Gov- 
ernment to examine the seacoast from the Sabine 
eastward round the shores of the Floridas; but, 
having been informed by some of the gentlemen 
of that corps who have just arrived at this city, 
that their examination had been confined princi- 


tifications, he was compelled, from a sense of duty, 
to call the attention of Congress to this subject now. 
Sir, we have had this territory in expectancy for 
many years, and in actual possession a year; yet, 
the truth is, that no man, perhaps, in the nation, 
actually knows where the best ship harbor is situ- 
ated; and an examination is now making in rela- 
tion to Spiritu Santo, alias Tampa, alias Hills- 
boro’ bay. Another examination has been ordered 
in relation to certain islands near Cape Florida. 
These partial expenditures would be avoided ; the 
coasting trade would be greatly benefited; the in- 
formation necessary to the establishment of light- 
houses on the coast would be furnished; and the 
risk of piratical depredations diminished, by hav- 
ing an accurate chart of the coast. The British 
Government have recently employed a vessel of 
war, to take the survey of those shores; but, whe- 
ther it will ever be published, so as to be of any 
advantage to us, is uncertain. And shall we be 
more improvident toward a country we own than 
foreign nations? I hope not, and that the resolu- 
tion will be adopted.] 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. Bucuanan called for the consideration of 
the joint resolution from the Senate, to fix a time 
for the adjournment of the present session, (the first 
Monday in. April next.) 

On the question to consider this resolution, the 
yeas and nays were required by Mr. MERCER. 
Mr. Conpicr then moved to lay the subject on the 
table, (in order toavoid what he considered an in- 
terruption, to no useful purpose, of the regular busi- 
ness of the House.) The yeas and nays were or- 
dered also on this motion, which Mr. Conpicv then 
withdrew. 

[Two questions of order were decided by the 
SPEAKER on this occasion, worthy of being re- 
corded, being important as precedents. 

1. It was questioned by Mr. TayLor, whether 
it was in order to move to lay on the table a mo- 
tion to consider a proposition now lying on the 
table. The Speaxer decided that a motion to 
lay any proposition on the table is in order. 

2. A motion was made by Mr. WALWORTH, to 
proceed to the orders of the day, with a view 
to overruling the motion now presented. The 
Speaker said, that he had more than once enter- 
tained this motion, as being conformable to the 
practice of the British Parliament; but, upon an 
examination of the rules of the House, with a view 
to this question, and finding that they direct, that 
when a question is under debate, that none but cer- 
tain prescribed motions shall be received, of which 
the motion now made was not one, he decided that 
the motion to proceed to the orders of the day, 
there being another question under debate, was not 
in order.] 
~The question on now considering the resolu- 
tion from the Senate, was then taken by yeas and 
nays, and decided as follows: 

For considering it 63, against it 82. 

So the House-refused now to consider the said 


pally, if not entirely, to the selection of sites for for- | resolution. 
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REPORT ON WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Mr. Lownpes, from the select committee, to 
whom was referred the report of the Secretary of 
State on weights and measures, made the following 
report, which was committed to a Committee of 
the Whole, with the resolutions : 


The Committee to whom has been referred “the 
report on weights and measures,” made by the Secre- 
tary of State, on the 22d of February, 1821, report : 

That so comprehensive a view has been given, in 
the documents referred to them, of the origin and his- 
‘tory of the measures and weights now in use in the 
‘United States, and so full an examination of the dif- 
férent proposals which have been made for their im- 
provement, that they deem it scarcely necessary to do 
more than to submit the resolutions which they think 
it expedient that Congress should pass at this time. 
Their object is only to “render uniform and stable the 
measures and weights which we at present possess.” 


To effect this, they propose that the President shall 
cause application.to be made to the English Govern- 
ment to allow: models of the yard; the Winchester 

bushel, wine, gallon, and pound, (avoirdupois,) to be 
procured from its offices. For the purpose of easy and 
perfect comparison, it may be as well that the yard 
should. be traced upon the rod of platina in the pos- 
session of the Department of State, on which is traced 
the French metre. These models should be made 
with the utmost accuracy which the art and science of 
England can give, and, if satisfactory to Congress, 
should be declared the standard yard, bushel, liquid 
‘gallon, and pound, of the United States. There is 
some difference of opinion as to the material of which 
the standards shall be formed. The committee will 
‘not detain the House by a full exposition of the rea- 
sons which led them to conclude, that, at least, the 
standards of length and weight should be of platina, 
as the material on which time is found to produce the 
smallest change. The Secretary of State, who adopts 
„an opposite opinion, has said that ‘the very extraor- 
dinary properties of platina, its unequalled specific 
. gravity, its infusibility, its durability, its powers of 
resistance against all the ordinary agents of destruction 
and change, give it advantages and claims to employ- 
ment as a primary standard for weights and measures 
and coins, to which no other substance in nature has 
equal pretensions. Should the fortunate period arrive 
when the improvement in the moral and political con- 
dition of man will admit of the introduction of one 
universal standard for the use of all mankind, it is 
hoped and believed, that the platina metre will be that 
standard.” But, if the immutability of platina recom- 
mend it so strongly as a standard for all nations and 
all time, it.can. hardly be amiss to adopt it for the 
interval which may elapse before the universal adoption 
of a national standard. This interval the Secretary | 
and the committee may be willing to shorten, but it 
seems likely to last as long as diversities of laws and 
language among men. If the standard pound shall be 
of platina, it must of course, be made equiponderant 
with the English pound in vacuo, and the same means 
must be used in making the models of weight which 
-are intended for distribution among the States. The 
standards of measures of capacity must, probably, be 
of copper or brass, and the careful preservation of all 
the standards may be provided for in the law which 
shall establish them. The committee think it best 
that they should be kept in the Department of State, 


and used only to verify the models which may be issued 
under the authority of Government. 


The committee believe that, by distributing accurate 
copies of these standards among the States, the present 
inequality of weights and measures will be so far re- 
moved as to leave little practical inconvenience in that 
regard. They propose that the President shall cause 
to be procured such a number of copies or models of 
these standards of weight and measure (with their most 
convenient multiples and divisions) as may be neces- 
sary to allow one model of each standard to be lodged 
with the clerk of each district court of the United 
States, and one to be given to each State and Terri- 
tory, to be disposed of as its Legislature may direct. 
The most convenient material for those copies will 
probably be copper or brass, but ‘the determination of 
this question may best be referred to the authority 
which shall procure them. 


It is believed that no other obligation will be required 
to enforce, on the part of the officers in the service of 
the United States, the use of weights and measures 
conformed to the standards established by law, than 
that which a sense of duty and a dependence upon the 
Government for their continuance in office must pro- 
duce. The committee think it best, that Congress, 
after providing the standards of weights and measures, 
and furnishing models of them to every State, should 
leave it to the laws of the several States to enforce 
their use by persons who are not in the service of the 
United States. In the custom-house and land offices, 
the measures and weights may be provided from the 
same funds, and under the same authority, which have 
been hitherto employed. The committee suppose it 
necessary only to provide for such a distribution of 
models as may make it easy to verify the weights and 
measures which may be used either by public officers, 
or in private transactions. It was proposed by e former 
committee of the House of Representatives, in a report 
made in January, 1819, that the relations between the 
different standards should be accurately ascertained 
and declared in the law which should establish them. 


It was observed, that “ the determination of the 
proportions between lineal measures and measures of 
capacity, and between both these and weights, may 
have some effect in enabling us to detect, without too 
difficult a process, the defects of measures of capacity, 
and possibly of weights in common use. For this 
purpose it would perhaps be convenient to establish, 
not merely the cubical contents of the common mea- 
sures of capacity, but to fix determinate forms for all 
these, and dimensions whose correctness might be as- 
certained by the common measures of length.” But 
the relations between the standards cannot be ascer- 
tained with that absolute certainty which should be 
exacted in a law fixing permanent standards. The 
calculation of the dimensions of vessels of capacity. is 
found, even by the mbst practical artists, to be so 
uncertain, that they rely entirely upon the trials by 
the weight of water which they contain. It is of 
some importance, that the forms of measures of capa- 
city, which are used in commerce, should be left to 
depend upon the material, or the art which itis found 
most convenient in the different parts of our country 


‘to employ. And in fine, those relations and dimen- 


sions which it is useful to know, will be ascertained 
by philosophical inquiry, and published in books of 
easy reference. Indeed, they have been so. 

The committee have proposed to establish but one 
standard of weight. It will be necessary that accurate 
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models of the grain and its usual multiples, should be 
provided to verify the weights which are used for the 
precious metals and for medicine. The law which 
shall establish: the standard pound, may declare the 
grain to be the seven thousandth part of the pound, as 
frequent and: careful examination has shown it to be. 
he committee submit the following resolutions : 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in. Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States be 
requested, (if the consent of the Government of Great 
Britain. shall be given thereto,) to cause to be traced 
on a rod of platina, the yard of the year 1601, which 
is: kept in the British Exchequer; to cause to be made 
of platina a pound, of the weight in vacuo of the 
English avoirdupois pound; and that he also cause to 
be:made, of. whatever material he shall deem best for 
standards of those measures, a vessel of the same capa- 
city as the standard’ Winchester bushel, and also a 
vessel of the same capacity as the standard wine gal- 
lon of England. 

Resolved; That the President be requested to cause 
to be made, for distribution among the States and 
Territories; and for the purpose of verifying the 
weights: and: measures used therein, models of the 
yard, on: which shall be traced its divisions of feet. and 
inches; models of the bushel; half bushel, quarter 
bushel or peck, thirty-second part of a bushel or quart; 
models-of the wine gallon, of the wine quart and pint; 
models. of the: pound, half -pound, quarter pound, of 
the sixteenth of a pound or ounce; of the seven thou- 
sandth part of a pound.or grain; models of the penny- 
weight or twenty-four grains, of the scruple or twenty 
grains; and, of the apothecaries dram or sixty grains ; 
models of the weight of twelve and a half pounds, of 
twenty-five pounds, of fifty pounds, and of one hun- 
dred pounds; thatthese models of weight and measure 
be'formed-with the utmost practical exactness from the 
weight and. measures procured under the authority of 
the foregoing resolution, and: that- the number to be 
procured of each model shall not exceed 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. Sioan, from the Committee of Elections 
to which was referred the memorial of Philip Reed, 
contesting the election return of Jeremiah Causden, 
as one of the representatives for the State of Ma- 
ryland, made a report thereon favorable to Mr. 

ED; which was read, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole.—The report is as follows: 


That the constitution of Maryland: directs that the 
elections shall be by ballot; that-every free white male 
citizen of the State, above twenty-one years of age, 
and no other, having resided twelve months within 
the State, and six months in the county, next preced- 
ing the election at which he offers to vote, shail have 
aright of suffrage in the election of Delegates to the 
State Legislature; that the State is divided into dis- 
tricts for the purpose of electing Representatives to 
Congress; that the sixth Congressional district is 
composed of the counties of Hartford, . Cecil, and 
Kent. The election for Representatives to the present 
Congress was held on the first Monday of October, 
1820. Atthat election the memorialist and the sitting 
member were candidates, and, by the returns from the 
several counties in said district, as made to the Gov- 
ernor and Council, it appears that the memorialist 
and sitting member had an equal number of votes, 
and that neither had the “ greatest number of votes,” 


as by the constitution of the State is required, in order- 
to constitute an election. But it further appears, by 
an official statement of the proceedings of the Gover- 
nor and Council, bearing date the 18th day of Octo- 
ber, 1820, that, in conformity with what was consid- 
ered to be the provisions of the law of Maryland, the 
Governor and Council“ proceeded to decide between 
them which should be the Representative, and the re- 
sult was that Jeremiah Causden, Esq., was decided to 
be the Representative for the said district.” The 
committee are aware that to question the right: of the . 
Executive authority of Maryland to give full opera- 
tion to the provisions of its election laws, will be con~ 
sidered as a measure of an important character. It 
is understood by the committee that the authority, 
under which the Governor and Council acted, is the 
act of the State of Maryland, passed the 14th of 
December, 1790, chapter 16, section 13. This’ pro- 
vision of the act, the committee believe, has been: re- 
pealed by the act of the 2d’ of January, 1806. But 
they consider it unnecessary to enter into an argu- 
ment on this point: The Constitution of the United 
States, article 1, section 2, provides, that ‘‘ the House 
of Representatives shall be composed of members 
chosen every second year by the people of the several 
States; and the electors in each: State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most nu- 
merous branch of the State Legislature.” Section 5 
of the same article provides that “ each House shall 
be the judge of the: elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members?” On the first Monday of 
October, 1820, in conformity with the law of Mary- 
land; an election was: held by the qualified electors: of 
the sixth Congressional district. On that day they 
either did, ur did’ not, elect a member to Congress. 
None could be elected unless he received a greater 
number of votes than were given for any other candi- 
date. The term election must mean the act of choos- 
ing, performed by the qualified electors, in conformity 
with the requisitions of the Constitution and laws 
regulating the manner in which the choice shall be 
made. If, therefore, the legal electors, on the day 
appointed, should fail to make a choice, it is-confi- 
dently believed that no other authority of the State 
can, at any other time, make good this defect. Let it 
be supposed that the electots should fail to attend an 
election; that, consequently, no election is held; 
would it then be contended thatthe Executive author- 
ity could, by lot or otherwise, appoint a Representa- 
tive for such district in the Congress of the United 
States? This is a power which, it is presumed, none 
will contend does exist: Yet it is believed to beno- 
thing more than that which has been exercised by the 
Governor and Council of Maryland, in the case under 
consideration. In this case, the electors assemble, 
they proceed to elect, they make no choice, they come 
to no Constitutional result. It is asked, what is the 
difference between the two cases? The one would 
be an appointment, because no election had been 
held; the other, because no choice had been made: 
The committee being of opinion that the power thus 
virtually exercised by the Governor and Council of 
Maryland, in appointing a Representative to the.Con- 
gress of the United States, being contrary to the ex- 
press provisions of the Constitution, and one which 
this House cannot sanction, have no hesitation in re- 
jecting the official statement of the proceedings in the 
case as evidence of the right of the sitting member to 
a seat in this House. 

Having disposed of this part of the subject referred 
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to them, the committee proceeded to an examination mittee were disposed to be less rigid than under other 
of the claims of the memorialist, and the objections | circumstances they might have been disposed to act. 
of the sitting member thereto. The memorialist al- | In respect to all the other testimony, due notice has 
leges that at the election district No. 1, in Kent | been given by each party, and they attended or not as 
county, at said election, two tickets or ballots were | they thought proper. In suppost of the claim of the 
thrown away by the judges of the election, and not memorialist, John C. Hynson, one of the judges of 
counted, which tickets were given for him, and ought | the election in district No. 1, of Kent county, states 
to have heen set down and counted to his poll. These | that he took the tickets from the box; that two tickets 
tickets, it appears, were thrown away under an im-| were thrown away, on which was the name of Gene- 
pression that they had been folded together with a | ral Philip Reed for Congress; that those tickets were 
- fraudulent intention, previous to their being put into | not counted, but rejected, under an impression that 
the ballot box. On the part of the sitting member it | they were a double ticket fraudulently put into the 
was contended that at Elkton, in Cecil county, two | box ; but that, after he had passed it out of his hands, 
tickets under similar circumstances were thrown | he was impressed with a belief that it was not double, 
away, and not counted, which ought to have been | and that this impression was confirmed when, on 
added to his poll, and that, at the same district, the | counting out the whole of the ballots, two were want- 
memorialist was allowed one vote on account of a ing to make the number equal to the number of per- 
ticket on which was the name of the memorialist, to- | sons voting. ary 
gether with that of five other persons, without any| Dr. Beckington Scott, David Vickers, James Price, 
other designation than that of “for Congress.” It|James Ringgold, James Eagle, Jr., Darius Dunn, 
was also contended by the sitting member that sun- | and John C. Hynson, Jr., testify that they were pres- 
dry illegal votes had been given for the memorialist, | ent at the opening of the ballot box and counting of 
which, if deducted from his poll, would give the sit- | the tickets, and that they were satisfied that the two 
ting member a clear majority of votes in his favor. | tickets thrown away, and which had the name of 
No charges of a want of integrity were made by | General Philip Reed on them, were not double, and 
either party, against any of the officers who had heen | that, on the final counting of the votes, there being 
engaged in conducting the election. Some of the two ballots less than there were names of persons 
testimony exhibited to the committee had been taken | voting, confirmed them in their belief. 
previous to the meeting of Congress, and some has The deposition of Elijah Beck states that he was 
been taken since, under instructions given by the| clerk of the election, but states nothing respecting 
committee, for the government of the parties. It was | any of the facts in the case. 
suggested to the parties by the committee that it William Scott, clerk of Kent county, certifies, un- 
would be satisfactory to have the testimony of the | der the official seal of said county, a copy of the poll- 
judges and clerks of the election in district No. 1, of | book of said election, which shows that 365 persons 
Kent county, respecting the double ticket, thrown | voted at said election, and that only 363 tickets were 
away; and such course was recommended as was | counted. 
thought fair and liberal, and best calculated to arrive} The deposition of Joseph Ireland states that he 
at a full knowledge of all the principal facts in the | acted as clerk of the election. That the judges drew 
case, and the memorialist departed in order to procure | from the box a double ticket, and threw it away. 
additional testimony. At this time, it was understood | That he saw it in Judge Hynson’s hands. And that, 
by the committee that the sitting member rested his | after the votes were counted, and the disagreement 
claim on the testimony he had already taken ; but a | between-them and the poll list was discovered, Judge 
few days subsequent, having stated to the committee | Hynson still said it was a double ticket. 
that he was apprized of other testimony in the case,|___The sitting member produced the depositions of 
and that it was his wish to obtain it, a letter was ad- | William Boulden and John Kean. They state that 
dressed to each of the parties by the chairman of the | they acted at the election in district No. 2, in Cecil 
committee, appointing the 10th of January, 1822, for | county, in 1820, the first as judge, the second as 
the final hearing of the case by the committee, and | clerk; and that General Philip Reed was allowed one 
requesting each to give the other five days’ notice of | vote on account of a ticket which had four other names 
the time and place of taking the additional testimony. | on it, without any other designation than “ for Con- 
The memorialist avers that he did not receive the no- | gress.” They also state that two tickets were thrown 
tification of the committee until it was too late for | away on account of being doubled. 
him to be prepared to take depositions of his witnes-| James Sewall, clerk of Cecil county, gives a certi- 
ses; until the day appointed for the decision of the | fied copy of the ticket alluded to by Boulden and 
case; and that, on his way to Washington, he acci- | Kean, under the official seal of Cecil county. 
dentally lost the testimony. Under these circum- | ‘he deposition of John Bradshaw states that he 
stances, the committee permitted the testimony to be | was one of the judges of the election in district No. 1, 
taken a second time, and inasmuch as- the sitting | of Kent county. That Judge Hynson drew from the 
member had not attended the taking of these deposi- | box a ticket which he said was double ; the deponent 
tions in the first instance, and did not object to them | observed that if so, it ought to be destroyed, and it 
when presented, on account of not having notice, the | was thrown away. That after the counting was fin- 
committee agreed to receive the testimony thus of- | ished, two ballots were wanting to correspond with 
fered. They have been thus particular in detailing | the book of polls. That he observed to Judge Hyn- 
all the circumstances that occurred in the case since | son that perhaps it was a mistake as to the ticket de- 
it came under their cognizance, because, although | stroyed being double, but he declared it was double, 
some uf the testimony may be such as strictly might | and that it sometimes did happen that the ballots and 
not be admissible in a court of law, yet, as there ap- | polls did not agree. Deponent states that he did not 
peared to be every disposition on the part of both | see any name on the ticket destroyed, not having it 
the gentlemen to waive all objections of form, and to | in his hands. 
pursue a course calculated to arrive at facts, the com- William Scott, clerk of Kent county, certifies, under 
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the official seal of said county, that, during several 
years past, there has been a difference in some of the 
districts in said county, between the number of names 
on the poll-books of election and the ballots counted 
out. 

The law of Maryland, in relation to this subject, is, 
that ‘‘ every voter shall deliver to the judge or judges 
of the election, in which he offers to vote, a ballot, on 
‘which shall be written, or printed, the name or names 
of the person or persons voted for, and the purpose 
for which the vote is given plainly designated.” This 
law further provides, that after the poll is closed, and 
whilst the ballots are opening and counting, that “if 
upon opening any of the said ballots there be found 
any more names written or printed on any of them 
than there ought to be, or if any two or more of such 
ballots or papers be deceitfully folded together, or if 
the purpose for which the vote is given is not plainly 
designated as within directed, such ballots shall be 
rejected. and not counted.” : 

In support of the allegation of the sitting member, 
that sundry illegal votes had been given to the me- 
morialist which ought to be deducted from his poll, 
he produced the depositions of Edward Brown, George 
Copper, James Coleman, Josiah Massey, and the offi- 
cial certificate of James Sewall, clerk of Cecil county. 
On the propriety of entering into an investigation of 
this kind, when elections are by ballot, the committee 
entertain serious doubts. True it is that the decisions 
of the House in the case of Kelly and Harris, and 
Easton and Scott, may be considered as establishing 
the principle ; yet, it is believed that when the circum- 
stances attending those decisions are examined, it 
may be doubted whether they ought to be viewed as 
establishing a precedent which shall govern all future 
decisions. But as no desire is entertained to agitate 
this question at the present time, the testimony has 
been received, and attentively examined, but decided 
to be insufficient to establish any of the facts con- 
tended for. 

From a full, attentive, and deliberate examination 
of the case, in all its points and bearings, the commit- 
tee are impelled to the conclusion that the sitting 
member cannot, consistent with the Constitution of 
the United States, be allowed to retain a seat in this 
House, under the proceedings of the Governor and 
Council of Maryland. That the testimony in relation to 
the two votes rejected in district No. 1, of Kent county, 
proves that these tickets were not fraudulent, and that 
they ought to have been counted to the poll of the 
memorialist, for whom they were given; and that the 
vote allowed to him in district No. 2, in Cecil county, 
‘ought to be deducted from his poll, as being clearly an 
illegal vote. Therefore, by adding to the poll of Phi- 
lip Reed, the memorialist, two votes improperly re- 
jected in Kent county, and deducting one therefrom, 
for that improperly allowed in Cecil county, he will 
have a majority of one vote over the sitting member. 

The paper marked A, is the answer of the sitting 
member to the prayer and arguments of the memo- 
trialist. 

The following resolutions are submitted : 

“ Resolved, That Jeremiah Causden is not entitled 
to a seat in this House. 

“ Resolved, That Philip Reed is entitled to a seat 
in this House.” 


A— Letter of the sitting member. 
Sm: In the contested election between General 
Philip Reed and myself, as it may be presumed that 


panera 


ene ee 


all the testimony on both sides, intended to be pro- 
duced, or which will now be received, has been sub- 
mitted to the committee, it seems proper that I should 
offer a few remarks upon the subject. This would 
have been earlier done, but for the impression that a 
partial discussion would rather retard than expedite 
the ultimate determination. In replying to the peti- 
tion or memorial of General Reed, I must beg per- 
mission to invert the order adopted by him. He claims - 
a seat in the House of Representatives upon the ground 
that he had a legal majority of votes ; and if such were 
the fact, his claim would not be resisted; but I will 
examine this fully, as the second branch of the pres- 
ent inquiry. In the latter part of the memorial the 
petitioner labors to show that the law of Maryland, 
under which the sitting member has been returned, is 
repugnant to the Constitution of the United States, 
and therefore void. This law was passed in 1790, and 
not in 1791, as stated in the petition, about two years 
after the formation of the Constitution of the United 
States, and by some of those very men who just before 
had sat in the Convention which agreed to adopt that 
Constitution. It, moreover, was passed for the ex- 
press, avowed purpose, of carrying that Constitution 
into effect, and giving it full operation in Maryland. 
This is declared to be the object of the law, (see the 
act itself, 1790, chap. 16.) It must then appear strange 
indeed, if, under these circumstances, the law shall be 
found to be at war with the Constitution, in one of 
its most important provjsions! I rather presume the 
Constitution was quite as well understood by the fra- 
mers of this law as it is now, and I beg leave to add, 
that I further presume that there then existed quite as 
little disposition to violate the Constitution, or the 
rights of the people, as at this time. Upon turning to 
the law, the following provision will be found in the 
first section thereof: ‘ Whereas it is declared by the 
Constitution of the United States that the House of 
Representatives, in the Congress of the United States, 
shall be composed of members chosen every second 
year by the people of the several States; that the 
electors in each State shall have the requisite quali- 
fications of electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State Legislatures, &c. In order, therefore, to 
carry the said Constitution into effect, be it enacted,” 
&c. Itis presumed that this section will hardly be 
contended to be at variance with the Constitution. 
And similar sentiments and language are to be found 
in the third and eighth sections of this same law. Yet, 
in the thirteenth section, it is provided “ that in case 
two or more persons shall have an equal number of 
votes, the Governor and Council shall determine by 
lot, from the candidates, who shall be the Represent- 
ative.” Are these several provisions inconsistent with 
each other? Can they not well stand together, and 
form parts of the same system of elections? The most 
rigid critic must admit that they may. Then they 

may as easily be reconciled to the Constitution of the 

United States. And when it is asked, What are the 

rights of individual voters? and what are the powers 

of State Legislatures in relation to elections? this:very 

law furnishes a strong and clear illustration. Every 

person entitled to vote for Delegates to a State Legis- 

lature is also entitled to vote for a Representative to 

Congress ; and he has as high a security for the one 

right as the other. But upon the presumption that all 

the voters of a given district have exercised this right, 

(and such is the presumption of law,) and a tie be- 
tween two or more candidates is the consequence, then 
the State Legislature, under the power to regulate 
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the manner of holding élections for Representatives 
to Congress, may, if they think proper, provide by law 
for the determination of the tie, by lot, or otherwise. 
But in such a case the petitioner would object that 
the ehoice would not be by the people. Mr. Chair- 
man, if we consult the phraseology of the Constitu- 
tion, we shall perceive that the idea of representation 
pervades every part of it; that the Constitution itself, 
though it literally, and in express terms, is declared 
to þe ordained by the. people, is their act only upon 
this principle. Tt commences by saying, “ We, the 
people of the United States,” as if the people were 
personally assembled, and about to act together. It 
willbe found, sir, that all acts done in the name of the 
people, or in virtue of authority derived from them, 
are truly and properly the acts of the people. The 
President of the United States, for the purposes of his 
appointment, is as truly and as literally a Represent- 
ative of the people as a member of Congress. His 
election is not so immediately the act of the people, 
but still he is elected by them. 

But, sir, the petitioner objects further, and asserts, 
respecting the first clause of the second article of the 
Constitution, (already quoted,) that “the command 
here is peremptory,” &c. Now, with submission, I 
must insist that here is no command at all, either per- 
emptory or not. The clause contains a general de- 
claratory description of the House of Representatives; 
but more general it could not well be, and, without 
forcing its manifest meaning, it cannot be regarded 
as an authority for any particular mode of election by 
the people. And we have seen that it is perfectly 
consistent with the law of Maryland, of which it is 

. made a substantial part. Upon the principles of this 
jaw, no popular right is violated, no voter has any 
ground for complaint, nor have the Legislature of the 
State transcended their powers in its passage. For I 
cannot subscribe to the doctrine of the petitioner, when 
he lays it down, “ that the Constitution never intended 
that there should be any interference on the part of a 
State, as to the election of Representatives to Con- 
gress, further than is expressly declared?” Sir, the 
very reverse of this doctrine is the true one. 


The States may interfere in any and every case 
where they are not expressly or by necessary implica- 
tion forbidden. The Constitution is no grant of power 
to the States or to the people; it is a grant by them ; 
and all powers not expressly or by necessary implica- 
tion granted are retained by them. Surely it cannot 
be necessary to press this subject further. “But if this 
view of the subject should not meet the approbation of 
the committee and the House, and they should think 
the law unconstitutional and void, still the tight of 
the petitioner to a seat is not established. He sets up 
a claim toa seat; and if in point of fact there was a 
tie, and the law of Maryland is void, then the petitioner 
has no more right to a seat than any other person in 
the community ; and if there was a tie, and the Mary- 
land law is a valid one, then too is there an end of 
the question. The claim of the petitioner rests wholly 
upon the fact of his having a majority of legal votes; 
and unless he can prove this fact to the satisfaction of 
the committee and the House, he must fail ; and 
whatever opinion the committee and House may en- 
tertain.of the law of Maryland, if it shall appear by 
proof that the sitting member had a legal majority of 
the votes,‘his seat will be confirmed as a matter of 
course. I will therefore proceed, Mr. Chairman, to 
an examination of the testimony which has been pro- 


duced and laid before the committee, remarking that 
in this as in all other cases of claim the onus probandi 
lies upon the claimant. But the sitting member will 
go further: he will endeavor to show by proof that 
there was a legal majority of votes given in his favor 
and that the majority is decidedly against the peti- 
tioner. 


The petitioner rests his claim solely upon two tick- 
ets, rejected by the judges as a double ticket. He 
states that these tickets were single, and not double, 
and that they contained his name for Congress. Mx. 
Chairman, both these positions are denied positively, 
and the evidence is appealed to with perfect confidence 
to settle the question. The petitioner produces sev- 
eral affidavits, mentioned in his petition, to prove that - 
in the first or lower district of Kent county, at the 
time of counting out the ballots, one of the judges 
(Mr. John C. Hynson, the junior judge) drew from the 
ballot-box a ticket which at the time he declared to be 
a double ticket from its size. He passed it (say these 
deponents) to John Bradshaw, the presiding judge, 
unopened. Mr. Bradshaw they say opened the ticket 
and found it to be double, upon which it was rejected, 
but that each of those tickets contained the petition- 
er’s name for Congress. The deponents further state 
that they were under the impression that these tickets 
were single, and not double, as supposed by the judges ; 
and that their impressions were confirmed, when, upon 
finally comparing the number of tickets with the 
number of the names of the voters upon the poll-book, 
there was a difference of two. 


This is the amount of all the testimony produced 
by the petitioner which is in his favor. His witnesses 
contradict each other, and are contradicted by these 
produced by the sitting member, in so strong a man- 
ner and to such extent that only a few facts are left 
undisputed between them. It is however certain that 
Judge Hynson drew a ticket from the ballot-box of 
such unusual size as to induce him to remark at the 
time, that from its size, he supposed it must be dou- 
ble; that it was only from the size of the ticket, and 
not from any other visible appearance, that he was 
induced to make this remark. The ticket was so folded 
together that no one present—not even the acute Dr. 
Beckington Scott, who observed it when it was first 
drawn from the box—could determine whether it was 
single or double until it was opened. To this point 
the evidence is uncontradicted. There is no witness 
who denies this to be the character and description of 
the ticket. When the ticket was opened it proved to 
be double, and was very properly rejected by the 
judges. All the witnesses concur in stating the rejec- 
tion of this ticket as the joint act of the judges. There 
was no dispute, no doubt, about it; no dissenting 
voice; not even a whisper among the warmest friends 
of the petitioner. Thus far the evidence may be 
safely trusted, because it all agrees. The question 
then is, was this properly a double ticket, or did two 
separate tickets thus enfold themselves by chance? If 
the committee and the House believe this was a dou- 
ble ticket, then there is an end of the petitioner’s claim, 
whatever names may have been written upon the tick- 
ets. If tickets be loosely folded when deposited in the 
ballot-box, by pressing them together with a stick or 
quill, or by shaking the ballot-box itself, they may be- 
come portially enfolded in each other: but in such a 
case there ean never be any difficulty in deciding, by 
sober judges, who possess common eyesight. But if 
a ticket so folded as to answer the description of the 
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ticket in question be deposited in the ballot-box, none 
of these means or any instrument of chance will be 
sufficient to produce an enclosure of one ticket in an- 
other. The thing is, ordinarily speaking, impossible. 
It will be recollected that the judges acted upon oath 
in this case, and that, as to this matter, they fully and 
explicitly agreed. They signed a joint return in 
conformity to this determination, which has become a 
public record. If either of them*had felt the smallest 
doubt, or had been under the slightest impression that 
the ticket was improperly rejected, he was bound to 
communicate it to the other judges, and to rectify the 
mistake before the return was made. But in point of 
fact (for the proofof this is also uncontradicted) Judge 
Hynson declared, after all the votes were counted out, 
and after the deficiency was discovered, ‘that he was 
certain that it was a double ticket, and could not be 
counted.” This Judge Hynson also remarked, at the 
game time, “that he had acted as judge several years, 
and that the tickets counted out often disagreed with 
the book of polls.’ And I would refer to the certifi- 
cate of the clerk of Kent county, which has been laid 
before the committee, for numerous instances in differ- 
ent years. By this document it will appear that the 
tickets counted out oftener disagreed with the book of 
polls than accorded with it. Sometimes there was a 
difference of one, at other times two and three, &c. 


This has been attempted to be explained by the 
deposition of Mr. Beck, produced by the petitioner, in 
a manner not a little singular, and to which I must 
request the attention of the committee. Mr. Beck 
States that it was the practice to throw away scatter- 
ing votes, and not to count them; but that, in 1820, 
columns were raised for all scattering votes, &c. Mr. 
John C. Hynson is made to speak to the same effect; 
Tsay is made to speak. I shall have occasion to no- 
tice this more fully hereafter. Mr. Chairman, what 
proposition is this? What is its character? Has it 
been the practice for the judges to violate their oath ? 
When votes are counting out, how is it possible to 
tell, when a ticket is produced in favor of an indi- 
vidual, how many more he will obtain? And how 
can a judge know who is a candidate, except by the 
tickets as they appear? À 


But, sir, these gentlemen will admit that it was the 
practice to keep a column of numbers, if none was 
kept for scattering votes, and in this numerical column 
the number of the tickets was kept, independent of 
any or all the candidates. The object of keeping this 
numerical column was to ascertain, as far as possible, 
the correctness of the whole proceeding. But if is a 
fact that mistakes have frequently occurred in the 
hurry of an election, Names have been placed on the 
poll-book who did not vote, and others have been 
omitted who did vote. We have a very recent in- 
stance of a zealous and distinguished politician who 
voted, but his name, though as well known as any in 
the country, was not entered on the book. This is 
the true and natural solution of all the difficulty. 


Only suppose, in the case before us, that one single 
name was entered upon the books by mistake, (a thing 
that happens every day, and in all bodies or assem- 
blies of men,) and then we have additional proof that 
the ticket was double. And permit me to inquire 
whether this is nota much more probable supposition 
than that the judges should be deceived as to'a fact of 
so plain, so palpable, and so simple a character. Even 
a slight attention to the different depositions is sufi- 
cient to show that no claim can be raised upon such 


| 


evidence. Whether Hynson, for example, opened the 
ticket in question, or whether it was passed to Brad- 
shaw, and opened by him, is asserted and denied most 
positively by different witnesses. But all the testi- 
mony is calculated to demonstrate that the ticket was 
truly a double one. It then only remains to explain 
the disagreement between the poll-book and the tally, 
which, it-is presumed, has been satisfactorily done. 


The deposition of Judge Bradshaw is entitled to 
entire confidence—a gentleman of high, respectable 
character, in every view of it, and a witness who has 
acted with the most perfect propriety throughout. 
When called upon, on the 2d of January last, to give 
testimony in presence of the petitioner and sitting 
member, he attended, and coolly and deliberately 
stated the facts, before them, in so clear and cir- 
cumstantial a manner, as to leave no doubt of his 
veracity. ` 

It would give me pleasure to be able to indulge in 
similar remarks as to Mr. Hynson ; but this gentleman, 
though called upon in the same manner, and requested 
to attend at the same time, and give his evidence in 
the presence of the parties, refused, or neglected to do 
so. This is proved by the deposition of Morgan 
Brown, junior, who had requested the attendance of 
Mr. Hynson. 


A letter was then sent to Mr. Hynson by the sitting 
member, requesting him to state in writing his knowl- 
edge and recollection upon the subject. Mr. Hynson, 
it is confidently believed, received this letter, but took 
no notice of it. Afterwards, in the absence of the sit« 
ting member, on the 10th of January, it seems he 
gave a deposition to the petitioner, which the latter 
states he lost on his way to this city. Subsequent to 
this, on the 12th of February last, Mr. Hynson, it 
seems, made oath again for the petitioner, and, to- 
guard against casualties, swore to two depositions, 
signing one, and not signing the other; the latter is 
endorsed “a duplicate,” and is produced; the former, 
which was signed by him, as stated by the petitioner, 
isnot produced. All this operation of making deposi- 
tions and duplicate depositions, on the part of this 
witness, was in the absence of the sifting member. 
This witness had refused to attend, he had refused to 
put pen to paper, he had refused to utter a word when 
the sitting member could be present, but in his absence 
he voluntarily furnishes depositions and duplicates to 
the petitioner, to his full satisfaction. And, in the 
duplicate produced, Mr. Hynson is made to say that 
“the two votes or ballots were thrown away, and not 
counted to the polls of General Philip Reed, as the 
deponent was satisfied they should have been”? And 
was this deponent really satisfied that two tickets were 
thrown away which ought to have been counted to the 
poll of the petitioner? What! and he a judge, and say 
not one word about it, but declare publicly that the ticket 
was double, and could not be counted! And all this, 
even, after the whole of the tickets were counted out! 
Then to sign a return, under oath, which he knew was 
incorrect! Has Judge Bradshaw acted in this man- 
ner? I appeal to every bosom in which there may 
yet remain one solitary spark, one lingering trace of 
honorable feeling! From Judge Bradshaw’s ‘deposi- 
tion, it appears that there must have been a mistake 
as to the names upon these tickets. He swears, posi- 
tively, that he saw no name upon them; he only saw 
an eagle at the top on the inside. Now, as this was 
a mark of that ticket upon which the petitioner gene- 
rally ran at that. election, it- may be that the bystand- 
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ers who saw it might have inferred that the peti- 
tioner’s name was upon it; for it must be remembered 
that the name of the petitioner was printed at the bot- 
tom of the tickets upon which it was printed at all, 
below the names of the county delegates, though, in 
some instances, it was stricken out, and the name of 
the sitting member inserted. 

The deponents named in the memorial, or rather 
some of them, say that the double ticket had upon it 
“ General Philip Reed, for Congress.” I feel no dis- 
position, Mr. Chairman, to cavil, or raise frivolous ob- 
jections, but I hope to be pardoned for remarking that 
here is, a striking proof of the incorrectness of the rec- 
ollection of these deponents. There were no printed 
tickets used at that election containing this inscrip- 
tion! And, to prove the fact, sir, I submit to the in- 
spection of the committee the whole of the tickets of 
one entire district in that county, as they were taken 
from the ballot box. The tickets are either stamped 
with an eagle at the top, or without one; but upon no 
one printed ticket can this Superscription, inscription, 
or whatever you may please to call it, be found; yet 
these deponents use the same words, and in the same 


‘order precisely, and their words are carefully marked. : 


‘What is the inference? These deponents saw what 
never existed! So much for these ex parte depo- 
sitions ! 

I am much mistaken, Mr. Chairman, if these views 
of the subject do not satisfy the committee that the 
petitioner has wholly failed to establish his claim to 
the benefit of these tickets. 

But, sir, be this as it may, I will now proceed to 


show that there was a decided majority against him. | 


Thave hitherto called the attention of the committe 
to the pretensions of the petitioner, and the allegations 
and proofs offered by him. Now, I must claim the 
“indulgence of the committee, while I present a brief 
and condensed view of the pretensions, allegations, 
and proofs, of the sitting member. First, it is in full 
proof that the petitioner was allowed by the judges of 
the Elkton district, in Cecil county, the benefit of a 
ticket containing five names, all for Congress. The 
ticket was carefully deposited with the clerk of Cecil 
county, by the judges, anda true copy, under his offi- 
cial seal, has been submitted to the committee, with 
the affidavits of the judges and clerk, stating that the 
petitioner was allowed «a vote on account of that 
ticket. 

The committee will observe that the judges, in this 
case, erred in a question of law, and not of fact, and 
that, upon every principle of law, and, indeed, of good 
sense, this ticket should have been rejected. By the 
election law of Maryland, it was an absolute nullity. 
But, in the nature of things, it must be so, even if no 
positive statute existed upon the subject. 


What would be done in the case of a ballot for a 
committee of seven, if, upon counting out, a ticket 
should be found with zen names upon it? or if, in bal- 
loting for a Speaker, a ticket should be found with two 
or three names upon it? We all know that such | 
tickets must, upon the principles of reason and justice, 
be null and void. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully appre- 
hend that it is altogether unnecessary to attempt fur- : 
ther to illustrate or enforce this part of the subject, and | 
feel the most entire confidence that the committee will | 
deduct this ticket from the poll of the petitioner, to 
which it ought never to have been added. 

I will next cali the attention of the committee to a 
Vote given to the petitioner in Kent county, by Theo- 


{ 


i 


} 


| 


! dore Burr. This man had no residence in Kent county 
| at all, except merely going there and undertaking to 
i build a bridge, and being actually in the county part 
| of his time, on that account. 
His residence, if he had any in Maryland, was in 
' Cecil county, and not in Kent, where he voted. He 
‘ had been sued in Cecil, as his proper county, (and, by 
| the law of Maryland, a person must be sued in his 
proper county,) and*prosecuted to judgment, and an 
i execution had been issued and served upon his body, 
‘returnable, and was returned, to the April court of 
i that county in 1820. At that court, Mr. Burr was 
committed to jail, where he remained until late in 
June, or early in July. After this he went to Kent, 
| and, on the first Monday of October in that year, voted 
| for the petitioner. The certificate of the clerk of Ce- 
‘cil county, already laid before the committee, the law 
| of Maryland referred to, and the deposition of James 
| Coleman, fully prove this statement. This man had 
i nothing in Kent county deserving the name of resi- 
| dence at the October election; but, whatever he had, 
| it was not of six months’ previous continuance as re- 
i quired by law to entitle to a vote. 
I will also ask the attention of the committee to the 
| vote of Thomas Glanvill, given in Kent, for the peti- 
| tioner. Glanvill had no residence. That he had no 
| residence, is fully proved by George Cooper, and that 
i he voted for the petitioner, is proved by Morgan Brown, 
the present sheriff of Kent county. I refer to their 
| depositions before the committee. 
i I will ask permission, Mr. Chairman, to present 


t 


| another case to the view of the committee. 

Gideon Lusby voted for the petitioner, and was un- 
er age at the time. I refer to the deposition of Jo- 
| seph Massey to prove this. Here then are four votes 
| to be deducted from the poll of the petitioner, which 
| will establish a decided majority against him. And it 
should not be forgotten that the depositions in these 
cases were not ex parte, but were taken in the pre- 
| sence of the petitioner, who cross-examined the wit- 
inesses. I am aware, however, Mr. Chairman, that 
objections may be made to this kind of testimony, and 
am prepared to support it, both upon principle and 
| precedent. But no objection can properly now be 
| made by the petitioner, because he entered into the 
| evidence himself, by instituting a cross-examination, 
jand it is believed that no serious difficulty can be 

raised by any one to this course of proceeding. It is 
| as common as it is easy to make off-hand superficial 
j objections to any thing. 
į _ What is the great difficulty in receiving this evi- 

dence? Sir, I have often felt surprised to hear the 
answer. It is said, by giving a man’s declarations in 
evidence, you make him a witness against himself! 
Surely, if a man of any understanding ever advanced 
this proposition, it must have been without considera- 
tion. Is it not a principle of general law that you 
can give aman’s declarations or acknowledgments in 
evidence against him, both in civil and criminal cases ? 
You cannot give a man’s declarations in evidence for 
him, nor can you compel him to be a witness against 
himself; but if he, without compulsion, confess or de- 
clare a matter which may operate against him, either 
civilly or criminally, this may be properly given in 
evidence against him. I said this was a principle of 
general, but perhaps I might have said of universal 
law. Such a confession, it is true, may affect a par- 
ficeps criminis to a certain extent, or it may have a 
qualified effect upon one having an interest in the 
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The Bankrupt Bill. ` 


The amendment was approved by Messrs. TRA- 
cy, Wricur, Batpwin, and Seraranr, on the 
ground that it was essentially similar to that pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Tracy,) and for various other reasons. 

It was opposed by Messrs. MircHe.., of South 
Carolina, Ross, and Nexson, of Virginia, and 
negatived. 

Mr. Epwarps, of North Carolina, then submit- 
ted the following amendment, to be inserted in the 


subject to which the confession or declaration relates ; 
and certainly it ought to have these effects. Innu- 
merable instances might be put to illustrate this prin- 
ciple, but I fear I shall be tedious. In the State of 
Maryland, two years ago, after much consideration, , 
it was solemnly determined that this kind of evidence | 
should be received and acted upon. Nor is it any an- | 
swer to this case to call it a high-handed measure of 
party, &c. For such was not its character. And 
‘only last winter the Generàl Assembly of Maryland 
3 issued a commission to three persons in Cecil county, ` : 
-° authorizing them to take testimony relative to illegal | 47th line of the Ist section : 
But, Mr. Chairman, the principle has been; “And provided, also, that the discharge which may 
sanctioned again and again by Congress; and, in ad- | be given to a bankrupt under this act, shall not operate 
dition to the cases heretofore named to the committee, | so as to discharge the bankrupt from debts which may 
T will, on the present occasion, only notice one ; it is | be due to merchants, bankers, brokers, factors, under- 


a case decided from Tennessee, in the thirteenth Cou- 
gress: ‘Thomas and Kelly. 


the committee. IfI have been able to make myself 
understood by the committee, I presume there is a 
final end of the petitioner’s claim. It is less substan- 
tial than the shadow of a shade. 


they will credit me when I assure them that my pre- 
vailing wish has been, from the beginning, to render 
their investigation as easy and agreeable as possible. 
In the present communication I have deemed it ad- 
visable, for the sake of brevity, to omit a number of 
‘ circumstances which are of some importance to the 
different views which might be taken of this case. 
JEREMIAH CAUSDEN. 
To the Hon. Joun Suoan, 
Chairman of the Committee of Elections. 


BANKRUPT BILL. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to establish a uniform 
“. system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 
The amendment moved by Mr. Tracy, on Sat- 
urday last, being under consideration, 
Mr. Nerale, of Maryland, moved to strike out 
the part of the amendment which limits the privi- 


of the act, to a period “within twelve months 
from the time of passing this act.” ; 

This motion was assented to by Mr. Tracy, and 
“supported by him and Mr. Sergeant, Mr. NEALE, 
and Mr. Wriaut, and opposed by Mr. CUTHBERT, 
Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, and Mr. NeLson, of 
Virginia ; when Mr. Woopson, after some prefa- 
“tory remarks, in which he expressed his dissent to 
the proposition before the House, submitted the 
following amendment, to be inserted next after the 
words, “and provided also.” k 

‘That all classes of the community, other than the 
description of persons before mentioned, shall have the 
privilege, at their election, of becoming voluntary 
bankrupts, with the consent and approbation of a ma- 
jor part in value of all the creditors of such voluntary 
bankrupt, previously obtained and duly certified, and 
that such bankrupt shall be subjected to the same pro- 
ceedings, and liable to the same penalties, fines, and 
forfeitures, and be entitled to all the privileges, benefits, 
and advantages, as are provided for, and made applica- 
ble to, all other bankrupts by the regulations of this 
bill.” 


The circumstances of | 
this case will be found applicable to the case before | ment was negatived. 


lege to others than merchants to take the benefit: 


writers, or marine insurers.” 
The question was taken thereon, and the amend- 


Mr. Kent, of Maryland, then proposed the fol- 
lowing amendment: . 


“That no certificate of discharge, under the provi- 


Perhaps’ owe an apology to the committee for the | sions of this act, shall operate to discharge any bank- 
trouble I have given them in this case; but I trust | rupt from any debt or debts, except such as may be 
| due or owing to persons who may be liable to become 


bankrupts under the said act.” 


This amendment was also negatived. 

Mr. Woopson then moved that the Committee 
rise and report, to the end that liberty to sit again 
be refused, and the subject finally disposed of: 
for he considered. that the valuable properties of 
the bill had been destroyed by the vote of the Com- 
mittee refusing the amendment which he had 
moved. 

Mr. SERGEANT hoped the Committee would not 
rise, and he suggested to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Woopson,) that when the subject 
should come before the House he would have an 
opportunity again to present for consideration that 
amendment, which he deemed so essential to the 
value of the bill. 

The motion to rise and report was then taken 
and lost. 

The second section having been read, Mr. 
Watwortu submitted the following amendment, 
to be inserted in the 26th line: 

*¢ And shall also prove, by his own affidavit or other- 
wise, that the person petitioned against shall have 
committed an act of bankruptcy as aforesaid.” 


This amendment was supported by the mover; 
and, after some further observations on the sub- 
ject, by Messrs. Surceant, Copen, and Ross, 
the question was taken thereon and lost, without 
a division. 

The third and fourth sections were then suc- 


.cessively read, without proposition of amend- 


ment. 

The fifth section having been read, Mr. RHEA 
proposed to strike out all that part thereof which 
follows the word “and” in the tenth line, which 
authorizes the breaking of doors to take the body 


_of the bankrupt. 


Mr. Ruza made the motion on the ground that 
it was a most extraordinary provision. . The bank- 
rupt might perhaps be in the house without the 
knowledge of the owner, and he thought this part 
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liot, Noah Hampton, James Erwin, and Jonathan 
Hampton ; which was read twice, and committed 
to-a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Sereeant, from the Committee on the Jy- 
-diciary, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate, entitled “An act for the establishment of 
a Territorfal government in Florida,” reported the 
same without amendment, and it was committed. 
to the Committee of the whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. Kenr, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill securing to mechanics 
and others payment for their labor and materials 
in erecting any house or other building’ within 
the City of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Rankin, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported the following joint resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives. 
of the United States of America, in Congress assem= 
bled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to deliver to the claimants, or. 
their legal representatives, or any person legally au». 
thorized by them to receive the same, or to the person 
who may have. made the relinquishment required, or 
deposited the evidences of claim, with the commission- 
ers appointed under the act of Congress of the thirty- 
first of March, eighteen hundred and fourteen, entitled 
“An act providing for the indemnification of certain 
claimants of public lands in the Mississippi Territory,” 
all deeds, conveyances, releases, and other papers which. 
may have been deposited, under the provisions of the ` 
aforesaid act, where any claim has been adjudgedinvalid, < 
by said commissioners, and on which no scrip has 
issued to the claimant or claimants. 

The resolve was read twice, and, on motion of 
Mr. GILMER, was ordered to lie on the table. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Coox, 
calling for information from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, relative to the receipt of uncurrent notes of 
the Bank of Edwardsville, &c., was taken up and 
agreed to. ; 

Mr. Watworts laid on the table the following: 
joint resolution, viz: ze 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring 
therein, That the following amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States be proposed to the Legis- 
latures of the several States, which, when ratified by 
Tuespay; March 12. ; the Legislatures of-three-fourths of the States, shall be- 


F valid, to all intents and purposes, as part of the said 
A new member, to wit: from the State ofsNew | Constitution: sips ae) 


York, Srepnen Van RENSSELAER, elected tosup-| That, until Congress shall establish uniform laws 
ply the Usa Resta aoa by the resignation of |‘on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
Solomon Van Rensselaer, appeared, produced his | States, it shall be lawful for the several States, or any 
credentials, was qualified, and took his seat. of them, to enact bankrupt or insolvent laws, in the 

The Sezaxer laid before the House a certificate | same manner, with the like effect, as they might have 
of the election of STEPHEN Van RENSSELAER, as done previous to the adoption of the Constitution of 
one of the Representatives of the State of New | the United States. 
York; which was referred to the Committee of} The said resolution was ordered to lie on the 
Elections. table. - 

Mr. Sarra, of Maryland, from the Committee} On motion of Mr. Moore, of Alabama, the 
of Ways and Means, to whom was referred the | Committee on Indian Affairs were instructed to 
petition of Jonathan Hampton,and others, reported | inquire into the propriety of reporting a bill author- 
a bill for the relief of James Miller, John C. El- | izing the payment for property lost by the friendly 


of the section was repugnant to every principle of 
law, of common justice,and the security of private 
habitation, which was guarantied by the funda- 
mental principles of the social compact. - : 

The question was then taken on Mr. Ruxa’s 
motion, and decided in the negative. — 

The subsequent sections of the bill, from the 
sixth to the twentieth, both inclusive, were suc- 
cessively read, without proposition of amend- 
ment. 

The twenty-first section having been read— 

Mr. Rara moved to strike out the word “ pro- 
bable” in the second line and to insert in lieu 
thereof the word “good,” as precedent to the cause 
for issuing a warrant, &c., which being put, the 
same was negatived without a division. 

The twenty-second to the thirty-fourth sections 
inclusive were also read, seriatim, without propo- 
sition of amendment. ` 

The thirty-fifth section having been read— 

Mr. Futur, of Massachusetts, submitted the 
following amendment to be inserted after the 
word “commission,” in the tenth line of the sec- 
tion: 

“Except, however, all debts due from the bankrupt 
for supplies of provisions, wearing apparel, household 
furniture necessary for himself and his family, and for 
laborers’ wages; but all such debts shall remain, and 
may be recovered, so much as may be due after any 
dividend or-partial payment thereon, notwithstanding 
the certificate aforesaid, or any thing done pursuant to 
this act: Provided, however, That no single debt so 
excepted shall exceed the amount of two hundred 
dollars.” 


After some remarks by the mover in favor of 
this amendment, and by Mr. Rara against it, the 
motion was negatived. 

The thirty-sixth, thirty-seventh, thirty-eighth, 
and thirty-ninth sections of the bill having been 
read, without proposition of amendment, the Com- 
mittee, on motion, at four o’clock, rose and reported 
‘progress. 

In the House, the question having been put on 
granting leave to sit again— 

Some conversation took place between Mr. 
Ne son, of Virginia, against granting leave to sit 
again, and Mr. Wrieut, Mr. Buchanan, and 

r. SERGEANT, in favor of it. Finally, the leave 
was granted; and then the House adjourned. 
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© Indians during the Creek war, in conformity to 
© the Treaty of Fort Jackson in 1814. 

On motion of Mr. STERLING, of New York, the 
Committee on the Public Lands were instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States to cause to be col- 
lected into one or more volumes, all the laws, 
resolutions, reports, proclamations, treaties, and 
such other information, connected with our public 
lands, as is necessary to a complete understanding 
of the same; and that he cause the said laws, &c., 
_ to be arranged under distinct and proper heads, so 
as to give a clear and correct view of their present 
situation. 

The bill from the Senate, entitled “ An act sup- 
plementary to the several acts for adjusting the 
claims to land, and establishing land offices, in 
the districts east of the island of New Orleans,” 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

The resolution from the Senate, “ proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States as it respects the choice of President and 
Vice President of the United States, and the 
election of Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States,’ was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. i 


SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Moore, of Alabama, submitted for adop- 
_ tion the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
the sale of public lands by entry, in lots of forty acres. 

Mr. Moore spoke briefly in support of his mo- 
tion on the ground that it would cause some land 
to be sold which otherwise never would, and would 
enable honest but poor men to become proprie- 
tors, &c. 

The resolution was decidedly opposed by Mr. 
Cocke, Mr. Froyo, and Mr. HiL, on the ground 
that the Government had been already sufficiently 
liberal. to purchasers of the public lands; that, if 
persons were allowed to take out forty acres, in- 
cluding the springs wherever found, the remainder 
of. the land would be of no use but to the owners 
of the springs, and would be purchased by them 
at their convenience; that, if the lands spoken of 
by the gentleman were now unsaleable in larger 
quantities, it did by no means follow that they 
ever would be, &c. i 

Mr. STERLING moved to lay the resolve on the 
table; which motion was negatived. 

The question was then put on agreeing to the 
original motion, and decided in the negative. So 
Mr. Moore’s proposition was rejected. 

Mr. Moors, of Alabama, then submitted the 
following resolution for consideration : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing pre-emption rights to settlers on the public lands, 
prior to the day of ——, 1819. 

The question to agree to the resolve was de- 
cided in the negative by.a decided vote. 


HEMP AND FLAX MACHINE. 
Mr. But ier, from the Committee on Agricul- 


ture, made a report favorable to the petition of 
Anthony Dey and James McDonald, praying for 
encouragement by Congress of their invention for 
the breaking and dressing flax and hemp, &c., re- 
commending a reference of the petition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, with a view to an 
examination on the bearing of the patent laws; 
which was agreed to. The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture, to which was re- 


ferred the petition of Anthony Dey and James Mac- 
donald, report : The petition alleges, that the said 
Macdonald, at the expense of the said Dey, has in- 
vented and constructed a new and useful machine for 
breaking and cleaning of hemp and flax, in an unrot- 
ted state, and that the said Dey has discovered the 
means by which hemp and flax, after being cleaned in 
an unrotted state in their machine, may be bleached 
by a process hitherto unknown; that they believe their 
method of dressing hemp and flax is of very great im- 
portance to the agricultural interest of the country, 
and, therefore, ask an extension of the exclusive right 
to make, construct, use, and vend, to others to be used, 
the said invention and discovery. 


From the evidence adduced by the petitioners, it ap- 


pears thst they have invented a machine for breaking 
and cleaning hemp and flax, in an unrotted state, 
which is different in its principles and construction 
from any machine that ever has been used for that 
purpose, and that the said Dey has also discovered a 
process, never before used, for bleaching hemp and 
flax after it has been dressed in an unrotted state.. 
‘And, also, it appears by the certificates of respectable 
| gentlemen, who have witnessed the operation of the 
machine, that it will, by the power of one horse, with 
the assistance of one man and three boys, separate the 
integument and wood from the fibrous part of the 
hemp and flax plants, and cledn the same, at the rate 
of one pound in a fraction of time over a minute, fit 
for bleaching. ; 


The petitioners further assure us, from the operation 
of one machine by horse power, with the attendance 
of one man and three boys, from 1,600 to 2,000 pounds 
of unrotted hemp or flax, may be cleaned in a day, 
yielding from 400 to 500 pounds after it is bleached ; 
and that, by the addition of another machine, which 
can be moved by the same horse, with the addition of 
one man and one boy more, from 800 to 1,000 pounds 
may be cleaned at an expense not exceeding five dol- 
Jars. And the committce are informed by Mr. Dey 
that one man can bleach 350 pounds of hemp or flax, 
after it has been cleaned by their machine in a day, 
at an expense of one dollar and seventy-five cents for 
the article which he uses in the process. 


From these calculations, it appears that any quan- 
tity of unrotted hemp or flax taken from the field, 
where it is raised, may be broke, cleaned, and bleached, 
at a rate of less than two cents per pound, delivered 
in a bleached state ; and, allowing one cent per pound 
for the plant, as it comes from the field, the whole 
cost, (except for the wear of the machine,) in growing 
this valuable plant, and breaking, cleaning, and bleach- 
ing it, will be less than six cents per pound. The 
committee are not informed what the cost of hatchel- 
ing or combing it, (which is done after itis bleached,) 
and preparing it for the manufacturer, would be, but 
presume it will not exceed two cents per pound. If 
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the information the committee have received, and their 
calculations, are correct, either hemp or flax may be 
raised, dressed, and prepared for the best manufacture, 
at an expense of eight cents, and not exceeding in 
any case ten cents, per pound. 

By the experiments of the petitioners, and others, 
it is found that flax, dressed and hatchelled in the or- 
dinary way, after it has been dew-rotted, yields nine 
pounds from one hundred pounds of the plant which 
has been rotted, being sixteen pounds less than is pro- 
duced from one hundred pounds of unrotted flax, 
cleaned and bleached by the method which the peti- 
tioners have discovered. But no experiments have 
yet been made to determine the difference in the 
weight of the plant, before and after it is rotted ; there- 
fore, it cannot now be ascertained how much will be 
saved, in quantity, by this method of breaking and 
cleaning it before it is rotted. It cannot, however, be 
doubted, that the common process of rotting flax, es- 
pecially by dew, destroys or injures many of its fibres, 
and, of course, the quality, as well as the quantity, 
must be, in some degree, diminished. 


The committee have examined the machine, and 
have seen it operate, and believe it will prove one of 
the most important and valuable discoveries. The 
committee have, also, examined the hemp and flax 
which has been bleached in this new method and 
hatchelled, and find that the colored matter and harsh- 
ness of the fibres are removed, and that the flax is 
rendered very white, and as soft and fine as silk. This 
method of bleaching hemp and flax, it is believed, will 
be of great value to the grower and manufacturer of 
these plants. 


Considering hemp and flax among the most valuable 
plants which can be cultivated in this country, and 
believing there is an abundance of soil in every State 
in the Union which is well adapted to their culture 
and growth, the committee are highly pleased with 
the invention and discovery of the petitioners. If 
hemp and flax can be raised in this country as easily 
and as cheap as in any other, and these inventions 
should prove as valuable as the committee believe they 
may, the cultivation of these plants will engage the 
attention of a large portion of the agriculturists, and 
become exceedingly important to the United States. 
It may be seen by the statement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, of the quantity and value of merchan- 
dise imported, that, during the year ending on the 
30th of September, 1821, 86,192 cwt. of hemp, valued 
at $510,489, (being about $120 per ton ;) hempen 
goods, of the value of $226,174; duck and sheeting, 
of the value of $894,276; cordage, of the value of 
$107,868; and linens, bleached and unbleached, of 
the valus of $2,564, 159, were imported into this coun- 
try, amounting to 


value of the exports of domestic and foreign produce 


of the same kind, amounted only to $822,976, leaving 
the value of $3,479,187 in the merchandise produced 


from the hemp and flax plants to be consumed in this 
country. 


As the petitioners desire 
further protection than is 
in its present form, and as it is the peculiar province 
of the Committee on the Judiciary to report any revi- 
sion or amendment of that law which may be deemed 
necessary, your committee recommend the adoption of 
the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be 
discharged 


an extension of time, and 


$4,302,963, and that the whole | 


secured by the patent law | 


from the further consideration of the peti- | 


tion of Anthony Dey and James Macdonald, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. Smrra, of Maryland, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to whom the subject was 
referred, by the resolution, on the 31st of January 
last, reported a bill supplementary to, and to amend, 
an act, entitled “An act to regulate the collection 
of duties on imports and tonnage,” passed March 
the 2d, 1799, and to repeal an act supplementary 
thereto, passed the 20th of April, 1818, and for 
other purposes ; which bill was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole. The 
bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the fourth paragraph of the 
first section of the act, entitled “An act to regulate the 
duties on imports and tonnage,” passed the 27th of 
April, 1816, and continued by an act passed on the 
20th day of April, 1818, be, and the same is hereby, 
continued and made permanent. 

Szc, 2. And beit further enacted, That, from and 
after the thirty-first day of December next, the sixth 
section of the act, entitled “An act for providing for 
the deposite of wine and distilled spirits in public ware- 
houses, and for other purposes,” passed the 20th day of 
April, 1818, shall be repealed, and cease to be in force ; 
and the several acts relative to the time when bonds to 
be given for articles shall become payable, prior to the 
date of the said act, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
vived and continued in force, from and after the said 
thirty-first of December next, any thing in the said 
act to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
after the thirticth day of September next, the follow- 
ing duties shall be levied, collected, and paid, in lieu of 
the duties heretofore imposed by law, to wit : 

A duty of ten per cent. ad valorem on all the arti- 
cles contained in the first section of the act, entitled 
“An act to regulate the duties on imports and ton- 
| nage,” which articles now pay a duty of seven and a 
half per cent. 

A duty of twenty-five per cent. on all manufactures 
of cotton, wool, and linen, or of which either is a com- 
ponent part, not particularly specified ; on articles of 
silk, or of which silk is a component part, the manu- 
facture of India, China, or any other country ‘beyond 
the Cape of Good Hope; on engravings; on ivory, 
shell, or horn combs ; on Madras handkerchiefs, and 
other manufactures made of the bark of trees ; on muffs 
and tippets. 

;_ A duty of thirty-three and a third per cent. on nan- 
| keens, the manufacture of any place beyond the Cape 
of Good Hope. 

A duty of forty per cent. on ready made clothes. 
The following duties, severally and specifically : 

On lead, in pigs, bars, and sheets, two cents per 
| pound ; . 
| On shot, manufactured of lead, three cents per pound ; 
| On pewter, four cents per pound; 
| On pepper, ten cents per pound ; 

On pimento, eight cents per pound; 

On ale, beer, and porter, in bottles, twenty cents per 
gallon ; 
* Onale, beer, and porter, imported otherwise than in 
bottles, fifteen cents per gallon ; 

On Chinese cassia, ten cents per pound ; 

On cocoa, three cents per pound ; 

On chocolate, four cents per pound ; 
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On ginger, three cents per pound ; 
On currants and figs, three cents per pound ; 
On plums, prunes, muscatel raisins, and raisins in 
jars and boxes, four cents per pound ; 
On ail other raisins, three cents per pound ; + 
On filberts, three cents per pound; 
On molasses, six cents per gallon; 
On prunelle, and other shoes, or slippers of stuff, or 
nankeen, twenty-five cents per pair ; 
On laced boots or bootees, one dollar and fifty cents 
per pair; 
On smoked salmon, one dollar per quintal; 
On linseed, palm, and hempseed oil, twenty-five 
cents per gallon ; 
On manufactured tobacco, four cents per pound; 
On mercury and quicksilver, and all preparations of 
it, eight cents per pound ; . 
On beeswax, seven cents per pound ; 
On butter, five cents per pound ; 
On camphor, crude, ten cents per pound; refined, 
twenty cents per pound ; 
On chamomile flowers, ten cents per pound ; 
On feathers, for beds, five cents per pound; 
On flax, three cents per pound ; 
On Roman cement, one cent per pound; 
On indigo, twenty-five cents per pound ; 
cochineal, one dollar per pound ; 
madder, two cents per pound ; 
vinegar, eight cents per gallon ; 
wool, six cents per pound ; 
all black teas, twenty-five cents per pound ; 
On hyson-skin, and other green teas, not enumer- 
ated, twenty-five cents per pound ; 
On Glauber salts, two cents per pound; 
On Epsom salts, three cents per pound ; 
On coal, six cents per bushel; 
On pine apples, four cents each ; 
On arrack, forty cents per gallon; 
On Cayenne pepper, fifteen cents per pound ; 
On copper-bottoms, cut round, or still-bottoms, raised 
to the edge, four cents per pound ; 
On copper, in plates or sheets, weighing more than 
thirty-four ounces persquare foot, four cents per pound ; 
On copper plates, for engravers, four cents per pound ; 
On hemp, two cents per pound ; 
On iron, in bars and bolts, not manufactured by roll- 
ing, one dollar per hundred weight ; 
- On castings of iron, one dollar per hundred weight; 
On spikes of iron, four cents per pound ; 
< On nails, five cents per pound ; 
«Qn anvils, two cents per pound; 
On iron in sheets, rods, and hoops, three cents per 
pound ; 
On iron cables, or chains, or parts thereof, three cents 
per pound ; ; ; 
On spades and shovels, two dollars per dozen ; 
On lard, three cents per pound ; 
On opium, one dollar per pound ; 
On soap, four cents per pound ; 
On all printing paper, eight cents per pound ; 
wrapping paper, six cents per pound ; 
colored paper, six cents per pound; 
writing paper, twelve cents per pound ; 
sugar-loaf paper, four cents per pound ; ; 
letter or folio post paper, fifteen cents per Ib. ; 
book binders’ band box, and sheathing paper, 
three cents per pound ; 
On printed hangings, fifteen cents per pound; 
On all other papers, not enumerated, six cents per 
pound; 


On wines, Madeira, sixty cents per gallon ; 
Marsala, or Sicily Madeira, and other wines 
of Sicily, forty cents per gallon ; 

Malaga and Colmenar, thirty cents per gal. ; 
Fayal, thirty cents per gallon ; 
Fayal, Pico Madeira, forty cents per gallon ; 
Canary, thirty cents per gallon ; 

On books, in sheets or boards, twenty-one cents per 

pound. , 
when bound, twenty-eight cents per pound. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the follow- 
ing articles shall be imported free of duty, viz. books 
in ancient languages; books in modern foreign lan- 
guages; books, maps, charts, instruments, and en- 
gravings, specially imported for the use of any State, 
or sent to philosophical or literary institutions, as do- 
nations, or by way of exchange. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That, in lieu of 
the drawback heretofore allowed by law, there shall be 
allowed, from and after the thirtieth of September next, 
a drawback of five cents on every gallon of spirits, not 
below first proof, distilled within the United States, 
from molasses, subject to the provisions and regulations 
of an act entitled *‘An act to allow drawbacks of duties 
on spirits and sugar, refined within the United States, 
and for other purposes,” passed the thirtieth day of 
April, eighteen hundred and sixteen, except as to the 
payment of the debenture, which shall be made con- 
formably to an act passed the third March, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-one, entitled “An act to authorize 
the collectors of the customs to pay debentures issued 
on the exportation of loaf sugar, and spirits distilled 
from molasses.” ; 

Szc. 6. And be it further enacted, That an addition 
of ten per centum shall be made to the several rates 
of duties above specified and imposed, in respect to all 
such goods, wares, and merchandise, which, after the 
said thirtieth day of September, one thousand eight han- 
dred and twenty-two, shall be imported in ships or ves- 
sels not of the United States: Provided, That this ad- 
ditional duty shall not apply to such goods, wares and | 
merchandise, imported in ships or vessels not of the 
United States, entitled by treaty, or by any act or acts 
of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United 
States, on the payment of the same duties as are paid 
on goods, wares, and merchandise, imported in ships 
or vessels of the United States. 

Sxc. 7. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be allowed a drawback of the duties by this act imposed 
on goods, wares, and merchandise, imported into the 
United States, upon the exportation thereof within the 
time, and in the manner, prescribed in the fourth sec- 
tion of the act, entitled “An act to regulate the duties 
on imports and tonnage,” passed on the twenty-sev-- 
enth day of April, one thousand eight hundred and 

{ sixteen. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the exist- 

ing laws shall extend to, and be in force for the collec- 
| tion of, the duties imposed by this act on goods, wares, 
‘and merchandise, imported into the United States, 

and for the recovery, collection, distribution, and re- 
| mission of all fines, penalties, and forfeitures, as fally, 
| and effectually, as if every regulation, restriction, pen- 
aity, forfeiture, provision, clause, matter, and thing, in 
the existing laws contained, had been inserted in, and 
re-enacted by, this act. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the duties 
imposed by this act shall not be levied on goods im- 
ported in vessels of the United States from beyond the 
Cape of Good Hope, which shall have sailed from the 
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United States before the passage: of this act, and shall 
arrive therein between the thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and: twenty-two, and. the first day of October, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-three. 


BANKRUPT BILL. 


The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the bill to establish 
an Uniform System of Bankruptcy throughout the 
United States. `` . 

The thirty-ninth section was read without any 
proposition of amendment. 

The fortieth. section having been read— 

Mr. Ruea moved to strike out. the words “good 
reason” and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ probable cause,” in. the 12th line of the said sec- 
tion, which, the question being put, was nega- 
tived. No further amendment: being proposed to 
that section, the same, with the subsequent sections 
of the bill, tothe forty-eighth inclusive, were read 
without further proposition of amendment. 

The forty-ninth section having been read— 

Mr. Rusa. moved! to strike out the same alto- 
gether, which motion was put and lost, without a 
division. 

The fiftieth section, to the sixty-third inclusive, 
were then successively read without any proposi- 
tion of amendment. 

Mr. Serceant proposed to introduce between 
the sixty-third and sixty-fourth sections the fol- 
lowing: 

' Suc. 64. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the commissioners, appointed under the 
authority of this act, once in every year to make a re- 
port, and transmit the same to the Secretary of State, 
stating the number of persons who. shall have been 
declared bankrupt, the number and amount of debts 
proved, the amount of property surrendered and of 
dividends declared, noting.in each: case any such par- 
ticular circumstances as may have affected the amount 
of the surrender or the dividends, together. with the 
costs which have accrued: under each commission, with 
such general remarks upon the operation of the law, 


and proposals for its amendment, as-may seein to them 
material. 


The proposition was agreed to. 

The sixty-fourth section, being the last section 
of the bill; was then read without proposition of 
amendment. 

Mr. Seraranr submitted the following, to be 
added at the end of the fourth section: 

‘‘ And provided, also, that when the party against 
whom a commission is prayed for, as herein before 
provided, shall, by writing, signed and accompanying 
such petition, signify his concurrence in the prayer 
thereof, the commission may be issued and proceeded 
upon without any allegation, affidavit, or proof of an 
act. of bankruptcy Having been committed, in like 
manner as if the same had been fully established.” 

The amendment was agreed to, with some ver- 
bal amendments in the subsequent sections, to 
correspond with the amendment. . 

Mr. Coupen submitted the following, to be 
added to the third section of the bill: 


“ But the said commissioners and clerk shall not be 
allowed to charge as for a whole day, unless they 


have been actually employed in the same business six 
hours in the day for which a whole day is to be al- 
lowed; and that, where the said commissioners and 
clerks may not in one day. be employed in the same 
business six hours, they shall be allowed only such a 
portion of five dollars. as the time | they are actually 
employed bears to six hours; but, in this calculation, 
fractions of hours shall not be regarded.” 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Wooncock, of New York, moved to strike 
out the last proviso to the seventh section; which 
motion was negatived. : ; 

Mr. Wricnt, of Maryland, moved to insert in 
the bill, as the thirty-sixth section, the following: 

“And be it further enacted, That any person or 
persons not entitled to the benefit of this act, who shall 
have been, or hereafter shall be, discharged: by any 


State law, under the: provisions thereof, shall be enti- a 


tled. to the benefit of said discharge, as fully as any 
bankrupt discharged by virtue of this act.” 


Mr. Wricur supported the amendment in a 
speech of considerable length. f 

Mr. Sawyer replied that the object which the 
amendment proposed to attain was sufficiently se- 
cured in the fifty-ninth section. l 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was lost. 

No further amendments having been offered, 
the Committee rose and reported the Dill as 
amended. 

The question was then taken on the several 
amendments as reported, and, with a. modification 
of the last, they were respectively concurred in. 

The question was then stated on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading; when 

Mr. Tracy proposed to amend the bill by add- 
ing to the first section the same amendment 
which he offered in Committee of the Whole, for. 
admitting others than merchants to avail them- 
selves of the benefit of the law. 

On this-question Mr. Tracy called for the yeas 
and nays, which were thereupon ordered; and 
decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 90, as 
follows: 


Yxuas—Messrs. Baldwin, Barber of Connecticut, 
Bayly, Bigelow, Borland, Breckenridge, Burrows, 
Cambreleng, Campbell of New York, Cannon, Caus- 
den, Chambers, Cocke, Colden, Condict, Conkling, 
Cushman, Darlington, Durfee, Eddy, Edwards of 
Pennsylvania, Eustis, Findlay, Fuller, Gorham, 
Hawks, Herrick, Hill, Hubbard, Jackson, F. Johnson, 
J. T. Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, Kent, Keyes, 
Litchfield, Little, McCarty, Metcalfe, Milnor, Moore of 
Pennsylvania, Moore of Virginia, Moore of Alabama, 
Morgan, Murray, Neale, Nelson of Massachusetts, 
Newton, Pitcher, Rich, Rochester, Ruggles, Sanders, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sergeant, S. Smith, J. S. Smith, 
Spencer, Sterling of Connecticut, Sterling of New 
York, Stewart, Stoddard, Swearingen, Taylor, Tod, 
Tomlinson, Tracy, Walker, Walworth, Williamson, 
Wood, Woodcock, and Wright. ` 

Nars—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Massachusetts, 
Allen of Tennessee, Archer, Ball, Barbour of Ohio, 
Bassett, Bateman, Baylies, Blair, Brown, Buchanan, 
Burton, Butler, Campbell of Ohio, Cassedy, Conner, 
Cook, Crafts, Cuthbert, Dane, Denison, Dickinson, 
Edwards of Connecticut, Edwards of North Carolina, 
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Farrelly, Floyd, Gilmer, Gist, Gross, Hall, Harvey, 
Hobart, Hooks, J. S. Johnston, Jones of Virginia, 
Kirkland, Lathrop, Leftwich, Lincoln, Long, Lowndes, 
McCoy, McNeill; McSherry, Mallary, Matlack, Mat- 
son, Mattocks, Mercer, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, 
Mitchell of South Carolina, Nelson of Virginia, New, 
Overstreet, Patterson of New York, Patterson of Penn- 
sylvania, Phillips, Pierson, Plumer of New Hamp- 
shire, Plumer of Pennsylvania, Poinsett, Rankin, 
Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of Georgia, Rhea, Rogers, 
Ross, Russ, Sloan, Arthur Smith, W. Smith, Alex- 
ander Smyth, Stevenson, Swan, Tatnall, Thompson, 
Tucker. of South Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Up- 
liam, Vance, Van Rensselaer, Van Wyck, Whipple, 
White, Williams of North Carolina, Williams of 
Virginia, Wilson, Woodson, and. Worman. 


Mr. Epwarops, of North Carolina, then moved 
. to-amend the sald bill, by inserting after the word 
“ act,” in the 47th line of the first section, the fol- 
lowing: provision, viz: 

And provided, also, That no. certificate of discharge 
under the provisions: of this act, shall operate to dis- 
charge any bankrupt from any debt or debts, except 
such as may be due or owing to persons who may be 
ligble to become bankrupts:under this act. 


And the question being taken thereon, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 71, nays 87, as 
follows: 


Yezas—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Tennessee, 
Archer, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Bassett, Bateman, Blair, 
Breckenridge, Brown, Buchanan, Burton, Campbell 
of Ohio, Cannon, Condict, Darlington, Edwards of 
North Carolina, Floyd, Gilmer, Gist, Hall, Hooks, 
Jackson, F. Johnson, -J. T. Joħnson, Kent, Keyes, 
Leftwich, Litchfield, McCoy, McNeill, McSherry, Mat- 

- lack, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Moore of Alabama, 
“ Murray, Neale, Newton, Overstreet, Patterson of Pen- 
sylvania, Phillips, Plumer of New Hampshire, Reid of 
Georgia, Rochester, Ross, Scott, Sloan, Arthur Smith, 
W. Smith, Alexander Smyth, J. S. Smith, Sterling 
of New York, Stevenson, Stewart, Stoddard, Swan, 
Swearingen, Thompson, Tracy, Trimble,. Tucker of 
South. Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Van Wyck, 
Walker, Walworth, Williams of North Carolina, 
Williams of Virginia, Wilson, Woodcock, Woodson, 
and Wright. 


Nays—Messs. Allen of Massachusetts, Baldwin, 
Barber. of Connecticut, Baylies, Bayly, Bigelow, Black- 
ledge, Borland, Burrows, Butler, Cambreleng, Cassedy, 
Causden, Chambers, Cocke, Colden, Conkling, Con- 
ner, Crafts, Cushman, Cuthbert, Dane, Dickinson, 
Durfee, Dwight, Eddy, Edwards of Connecticut, Ed- 
wards of Pennsylvania, Eustis, Farrelly, Findlay, 
Fuller, Gorham, Gross, Harvey, Hawks, Hill, Hobart, 
Hubbard, J. S. Johnston, Jones of Tennessee, Kirk- 
land, Lathrop, Lincoln, Little, Long, Lowndes, Mc- 
Garty, Mallary, Matson, Mattocks, Mercer, Milnor, 
Mitchell of South Carolina, Moore of Pennsylvania, 
Moore- of Virginia, Morgan, Nelson of Virginia, New, 
Patterson of New York, Pitcher, Plumer of Pennsyl- 
vania, Poinsett, Reed of Massachusetts, Rhea, Rich, 
Rogers, Ruggles, Russ, Sanders, Sawyer, Sergeant, 
S. Smith, Spencer, Sterling of Connecticut, Tatnall, 
Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, Upham, Vance, Whipple, 
White, Whitman, Williamson, Wood, and Worman. 


_Mr. Woopson, then moved to amend the said 
bul by inserting, after the word “act,” in the said 


47th line of the first section, the following words, 
viz: í 

“Unless with their consent; andthey, and all other 
classes of the community, shal! have the privilege, at 
their election, of becoming voluntary bankrupts, with 
the consent and approbation of a major partin value 
of all the creditors of such voluntary. bankrupt, previ- 
ously obtained and duly certified, and that such bank- 
rupt shall be subjected to the same proceedings, and 
liable to the same penalties, fines, and forfeitures, 
and be entitled to all the privileges, benefits, and ad- 
vantages, as are provided for, and made applicable 
to, all other bankrupts, by the regulations of this bill. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE said, he did not rise for the 
purpose of discussing the merits of the amend- 
ment proposed by his colleague, (Mr. Woopson.} 
He felt that, to enter now into that discussion, 
would be an unpardonable consumption of the time 
of the House. He only desired to inform the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. SER- 
GEANT,) and the friends of the bankrupt bill, that 
without some such provision as that offered by 
his colleague, the bill would not be supported by 
many who would advocate a law, embracing, un- 
der proper restrictions, all classes of the commu- 
nity. You have a right, sir, to pass uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcy. But are you bound 
to confine its operations to merchants only? And 
does not polie and justice alike require that the 
remedy should be commensurate with the evil? 
Will you not extend it to the mechanic, or any 
other class of your citizens, who may be subject 
to the vicissitudes of fortune? The citizens of 
the West are a trading people; they are all more 
or less engaged in that species of traffic, from 
which pecuniary embarrassment may arise. The 
East and the North desire that merchants only 
shall be embraced by the law. But, whilst the 
are relieved from the pressure of misfortune, will 
they not also lighten the burden of their breth= 
ren? He warned the friends of the bankrupt law, 
that if they rejected the proposed amendment, the 
bill itself would, in the end, be also rejected. 
Those opposed to the bankrupt bill, would not aid 
in its amendment—it must be done by the friends 
of the measure, or the whole is lost. 

Mr. J. Speen Smiru said that, as he had con- 
sumed no portion of the time of the House upon 
the motion to strike out the first section of the 
bill, and as. he had no wish to go into a discussion . 
of the constitutionality or expediency of the pro- 
posed system, he expected to meet the indulgence 
of the House whilst he offered a few remarks in 
support of the amendment offered by one of his 
e RA (Mr. Woopson,) to those already pre- 
sented. by his friend from Kentucky,( Mr. BRECK- 
ENRIDGE,) who had just taken his seat. 

In all general propositions, said Mr. Smrru, 
containing’ principles offered for legislative sanc- 
tion, which are to operate as rules of conduct 
throughout a whole nation, there must necessarily 
be a concession of judgment and interest to a 
given extent. Otherwise, in a Government like 
ours, diversified at first by the hand of nature, pro- 
pelled by contrarient interests in different direc- 
tions, and chequered by the operations of municipal 


1279 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 1280 


rr eee 


H. or R. The Bankrupt Bill. _ Marcu, 1822, 


merchants and traders, have been undone, not by 
adventuring, said Mr. S. beyond their means, in 
commerce and trade, for the accumulation of 
wealth and the enjoyment of splendor ; not with 
the hope of buying principalities and erecting pal- 
aces; no, sir, by yielding to the influence of those 
noble and generous feelings which adorn our na- 
ture—the feelings of friendship—many beyond the 
mountains, who, but a little while back, were liv- 
ing upon their farms in ease and independence, if 
not affluence, have found themselves suddenly 
ruined, and brought to poverty and want—not by 
their own prodigality, sir, but by bank endorse- 
ments and other securityship—for whom? Men 
engaged in commerce and trade. Can it be right, 
sir, can it possibly be right, that he who has been 
urged on by cupidity or ambition, and in the fur- 
therance of those passions has surrounded himself, 
in his progress, by individuals drawn to him by 


regulations, it would be impossible to advance the 
great common interest of the nation. It should 
not, therefore, be expected by the friends of the 
measure, that the interest and advantage of their 
immediate constituents alone, are to be consulted ; 
nor should it be concluded by the advocates of the 
pill, that no othér views but their own are worthy 
of consideration. Upon this floor, continued Mr. 
S., the feelings and interests of every class are, 
or should be, represented. It would most surely 
be unwise, and a violation of our duty, to leg- 
islate for the benefit of any class, to the exclu- 
sion of all others, unless in some special cases. 
This, sir, isa proposition to create, by legislative 
enactment, a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. The policy, and, 
in the opinion of some most respectable gentle- 
men, the necessity, of this measure, grow out of 
the embarrassments and difficulties of a very large ; ; 1 
and meritorious class of our fellow-citizens, who | feelings of partiality and sori when he 
have been engaged in commerce. Whilst I ad- | sinks into ruin, and overwhelms his friends in his 
mit, said Mr. Ñ., the great advantages which | fall—can it be right, sir, I ask, to redeem him, and 
the country has received, and will continue to re- | leave them hopeless, despondent, undone? If the 
ceive, from the enterprise and industry of com- | individual thus redeemed looks with gratitude and 
mercial men ; and whilst I recognise their right | love to his country, what must be the reflections 
to be represented here, and declare my sympathies | of those whom he has undone, and their country 
for their misfortunes, and readiness to lend my | leaves in ruin, when they draw a comparison of 
aid in all legitimate measures for their relief, [| their situations? If you strengthen the attach- 
cannot forget that they constitute but a very small | ment of the first to his country, you alienate the 
portion of the whole community, to all of whom | affection of the other. 
the principle of the bill should be applied, when-| The bill should also be clearly retrospective in 
ever it shall pass into a law. ` its operation and power of redemption ; other- 
The avowed object of the bill, sir, is to dissolve | wise, thousands of meritorious citizens will derive 
from all legal liability for debt the unfortunate | no benefit from its passage; and, if you do in- © 
man who has been overwhelmed by adversity, relate do it efficiently—let us have a general 
jubilee. 


and thus redeem him from, what has been pro- 
I do not speak, said Mr. S., of the situation of 


nounced cruel, unnecessary, and unmerited vas- 
salage. Why confine the operation of your be-| those who wish this law, in the large commercial 
nign intention to persons designated in the bill? | citiesof the Union. I speak of those in the West, 
I affect not to know, sir, much about the wants | the causes of whose embarrassments I better un- 
and interests of commerce’ and trade, in our large | derstand, and whose claims to all the advantages 
cities and seaport towns; but I claim some knowl- proposed by the bill are at least equal to the claims 
edge of the situation of farmers and other persons | of any other portion of this great community. 

not included in the bill, and, without undertaking] In conclusion, sir, there is no punishment unac- 
to say that a bankrupt law is desired by them, I companied with ignominy, which I would not 
will venture the assertion, that it would be unfair undergo rather than give my support to a meas- 
and unequal to pass one without giving them the | ure which, if it does pass, should operate for the 
benefit of it. We are told, continued Mr. S., that | benefit and advantage of the whole people, but 
which, as the bill now stands, will be partial and 


commerce and trade demand the passage of this 
bill. Would you exclude agriculture, sir, upon | unjust. I shall, therefore, with great pleasure, 
vote for the amendment. 


which they both depend? If, from the operation 
of causes over which persons engaged in com-| Messrs. Ross and Coox spoke against the mo- 
tion ; when 


He and trade had no control, hundreds and 
thousands of our fellow-citizens have been ruined _The question being taken on thus amending the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 


and undone, does it necessarily follow that those 
engaged in agriculture and other pursuits have 78, as follows: 
Yras—Messrs. Allen of Massachusetts, Baldwin, 


not met with like calamities? In that country 
Barber of Connecticut, Bateman, Bayly, Bigelow, 


which has honored me with a seat here, and 
which is essentially an agricultural country, men Borland, Breckenridge, Burrows, Cambreleng, Camp- 
bell of New York, Cannon, Causden, Chambers, 


engaged in commerce and trade do not constitute 
any thing like a majority of those who ought to Cocke, Colden, Condict, Conkling, Crafts, Cushman, 
Darlington, Durfee, Dwight, Eddy, Edwards of Con- 


be benefited by the provisions of the bill upon 
your table? From the paper system, which has necticut, Edwards of Pennsylvania, Eustis, Findlay, 
Fuller, Gorham, Hawks, Herrick, Hill, Holcombe, 


been sanctioned not only by Kentucky and many 
Hubbard, Jackson, F. Johnson, J. T. Johnson, Kent, 


other States in the Union, but by the Federal 
Government itself, many individuals, other than | Keys, Litchfield, Little, McCarty, Metcalfe, Milnor, 
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Moore of Pennsylvania, Moore of Virginia, Moore of | one of very great importance. That question has, 
Alabama, Morgan, Murray, Neale, Nelson of Mas»! however, dwindled into insignificance, compared 
sachusetts, New, Patterson of New York, Pitcher, |-with the one at present under consideration. We 
Plumer of Pennsylvania, Rankin, Rich, Rochester, | are now called upon to decide the fate of a mea- 
Rogers, Ruggles, Ross, Russell, Sanders, Sawyer,’ sure of awful importance. The most dreadful re- 


Scott, Sergeant, S. Smith, J. S. Smith, Sterling of ; Eiji : 
Connecticut, Sterling of New York, Stoddard, Swan, | “pontibility resteupon oY ete not nowito de- 


Swearingen, Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, Tracy, Walker, 
White, Whitman, Williamson, Woodcock, Woodson, | 


and Wright. 
Nays—Messrs. 


Lincoln, Long, Lowndes, McCoy, McDuffie, McNeill, 


McSherry, Mallary, Matlack, Matson, Mattocks, Mer- 
cer, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Mitchell of South Ca- 
rolina, Nelson of Virginia, Overstreet, Patterson of 
Pennsylvania, Phillips, Pierson, Plumer of New Hamp- | and political, without enterin 
shire, Poinsett, Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of Geor- | against its prov isions. 


gia, Rhea, Ross, Sloan, Arthur Smith, W. Smith, 
Alexander Smyth, Stevenson, Tatnall, Thompson, 
Trimble, Tucker of South Carolina, Tucker of Vir- 
ginia, Upham, Vance, Van Rensselaer, Van Wyck, 


Whipple, Williams of North Carolina, Williams of 


Virginia, Wilson, and Worman. 


Mr. Fuuier then moved further to amend the 
said bill, by inserting, after the word “ commis- 
sion,” in the 7th line of the 35th section of the 
printed bill, the following, viz: 


Alexander, Allen of Tennessee, 
Archer, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Bassett, Baylies, Black- 
ledge, Blair, Brown, Buchanan, Burton, Butler, Camp- 
bell of Ohio, Cassedy, Conner, Cook, Cuthbert, Dane, 
Denison, Dickinson, Edwards of Nerth Carolina, Floyd, 
Gilmer, Gist, Gross, Hall, Harvey, Hooks, J. S. John- 
ston, Jones of Virginia, Kirkland, Lathrop, Leftwich, 


| termine, merely, whether a bankrupt law shall be 
| extended to the trading classes of the community ; 


but whether it shall embrace every citizen of this 
Union, and spread its demoralizing influence over 
the whole surface of society. 

The amendment which has been adopted to-day, 
makes it my imperative duty, even at this pro- 
tracted period of the debate, to trespass upon the 
patience of the House. I have the honor, in part, 
of representing an honest, a wealthy, and a respec- 
table, agricultural community. I owe it to them, 
to my conscience, and to my God, not to suffer this 
bill to pass, which I conceive to be now fraught 
with destruction to their best interests, both moral 

f g my solemn protest 

We have heard it repeated over and over again, 
by the friends of a bankrupt bill, that it should be 
confined tothe mercantile classes. One of the prin- 
cipal arguments urged in its favor, by its eloquent 
supporters, was, that merchants, from the nature of 
their pursuits, were exposed to the vicissitudes of 
fortune more than other men; and ,that therefore 
their situation required a peculiar system of laws. 
That, in this country, their fortunes had not only 
been exposed to the dangers commonly incident to 


“ Except, however, all debts from the bankrupt for | their profession ; but, that the commercial regula- 


supplies of provisions, wearing apparel, household fur- 
“-niture necessary for himself and his family, and for 
-Taborers’ wages ; butali such debts shall remain’and may 
be recovered, so much as may be due after any divi- 
dend or partial payment therein, notwithstanding the 
certificate aforesaid, or any thing done pursuant to 
this act: Provided, however, That no single debt, so 
excepted, shall exceed two hundred dollars.” 
' And on the question to agree to this amend- 
ment, it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. Watwortu then moved further to amend 
the said bill, by inserting, after the word “ debts,” 
in the 26th line of the 2d section of the printed 
bill, the following, to wit: 

“And prove to the said judge, by the affidavit of 
such petitioner or petitioners, or by the oath of one or 
more credible witness or witnesses, that an act of 
bankruptcy, as mentioned in -the first section of this 
act, has been committed by the person petitioned 
against within six months then last past.” 

And on the question to agree to this amend- 
ment, it was determined in the negative. 

No further amendment having been offered to 
the bill, the question recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading; on which 
question Mr. Rusa called for the yeas and nays, 
which were thereupon ordered. 

Mr. Bucuanan, of Pennsylvania, addressed the 
Chair as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: Before the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky had obtained the 
sanction of this House, the question whether the 
bill should be engrossed for ą third rgading, was 
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tions of the Government, the embargo, the non- 
intercourse laws, and finally the war, had brought 
ruin upon thousands. It was, therefore, inferred, 
that Congress were under a moral obligation to 
pass a bankrupt law for their relief. 

The policy of all the modern commercial na- 
tions in the world, was presented before us for our 
imitation. England, France, Scotland, Ireland, 
Holland, and Spain, we had been told, each ex- 
tended a bankrupt law to the merchant, and ab- 
solved him from the payment of his debts, upon 
certain conditions. Indeed, a great portion of the 
argument consisted in drawing a line of distin c- 
tion between traders and the remaining classes of 
society. 

Judge then, Mr. Speaker, of my astonishment, 
when to-day I found those very gentlemen voting 
in favor of introducing an amendment, extending 
the provisions of this bill to every individual in so- 
ciety, who might ask to become its. object. 

Will you pass a bankrupt law for the farmer? 
Will you teach that vast body of your best citizens 
to disregard the faith of contracts? Are you pre- 
pared to sanction a principle by which the whole 
mass of society will be in danger of being demor- 
alized, and it will be left to an election by every 
man’s creditors, in which a majority of two-thirds 
in number and value, against the consent of the 
remainder, shall have the power of discharging 
him from the obligation of all his contracts? 
Surely the House of Representatives are not pre- 
pared to answer these questions in the affirmative, 
No nation in the world, whether commercial or 
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same State in which they purchased it, but also . 
to the manufacturer and the mechanic who bestow 
upon it their favor and their skill, and thus ren- 
der it more valuable. The bill as it formerly stood 
confined itself strictly within this range. Indeed 
it was more circulscribed as to the persons on 
whom it would have operated than the bankrupt 
laws of England. 

I am willing then to expound the power of Con- 
gress upon the subject Hterally. In construing 
the Constitution, Congress ought not to be fettered 
by nice technical rules. I admit that they have 
the power, whenever they think proper to call it 
into exercise, of establishing a system of bankrupt- 
cy which shall embrace all persons who have ever 
been embraced, even by the bankrupt laws of 
England. Farther than this they cannot proceed, 
without extending the plain meaning of the word 
bankruptcy as it has been received by every com- 
mercial nation of Europe, and violating both the 
letter and the spirit of the Constitution. 

In making this admission, I am sensible that 
many may suppose I am giving a latitude of con- 
struction to the instrument which is not warranted 
by its spirit.. The authority “to establish uni- 
form laws on the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States” is contained in a clause of 
the Constitution which immediately follows that 
“to regulate commerce with foreign’ nations, and 
among ,the several States, and. with the Indian 
tribes.” The power over bankruptcy evidently 
originated from, and is closely connected with that 
overcommerce. This commerce, which Congress 
has the power of regulating, is chiefly if not exelu- 
sively conducted by merchants in the strictest 
sense of the term, and principally by that class of 
them denominated importers. ‘They are the men 
most exposed to the vicissitude of trade, and on 
that account are more properly the objects of such 
a law than people of any other description. It 
might therefore with much plausibility be con- 
tended that the power of Congress over bankrupt- 


agricultural, whether civilized or savage, has ever 
for a moment entertained the idea of extending 
the operation of their bankrupt laws beyond the 
class of traders. Fortunately for our constituents, 
we have not the power of doing so. The Consti- 
tution, correctly expounded, has proclaimed “ hith- 
erto shalt thou go, but no farther.” Nothing but 
a desperate effort to revive this expiring bill, could 
have ever induced its friends to have adopted the 
amendment which has just now been carried. 

In the discussion of this question, I can assure 
the House, it is not my intention to travel over the 
ground which has been already occupied, or to re- 
-peat the arguments which have been already urged. 

The subject naturally divides itself into two 
questions—the one of Constitutional power, the 
other of policy. On ‘the first, as the bill stood 
before the introduction of the last amendment, I 
had not a single doubt. Much as I would have 
deprecated the passage of the then bill, I-should 
have been infinitely more alarmed if this House 
had determined that the enactment of such a law 
transcended the Constitutional power of Congress. 
Upon this branch of the subject, the ingenious 
arguments of the gentleman from Virginia had 
not created a doubt in my mind. Where doubts 
before did exist, the argument.of the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Lownpes) and of my 
honorable colleague (Mr. Strcranr) were, in my 
opinion, calculated entirely to remove them, and 
to carry conviction to every understanding. 

‘A new question of Constitutional power has 
now arisen on the amendment. The Constitu- 
tion declares that “the Congress shall have power 
to establish uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
ruptcies throughout the United States.” To this 
provision I am willing to give a fair and a liberal 
construction. Congress have the power to dis- 
charge from their debts, on the terms prescribed 
by the bill, all persons upon whom a law, emanat- 
ing from this clause of the Constitution, may 
legitimately act. But can Congress make a law 
extending the penalties and the privileges of a | cy is confined to that description of merchants. 
«bankrupt system to every individual in society? | Another argument, which would give addi- 
Can they embrace in its provisions the farmer, the | tional strength to this construction, arises from 
clergyman, the physician, or the lawyer? Such | the general spirit of the federal institutions. They 
a proposition was never seriously contended for | do not propose to embrace the internal policy of 
before this day. the States. The jurisdiction of the federal courts 

By considering the meaning of the term bank- | is confined by the Constitution to controversies 
rupt, we shall be able at once to solve the difficulty. | between citizens of different States, and between 
In adverting to its origin, we find the literal sig- | foreigners and citizens of the United States. To 
nification of the word to be a broken counter ; | such suits the merchants who carry on the inter- 
which by a figure of speech has been applied in | course with foreign nations, and between the dif- 
our language to a broken merchant. In the com- ; ferent States, are most generally parties. 
mercial laws of all the nations of the continent of The object which I have in view in using these 
Europe, bankruptcy is confined to merchants, in | arguments is not to prove that the Constitutional 
the strictest sense of the word. The operation of | power of Congress is confined to such merchants ; 
the bankrupt laws of England has been extended, | but to show that it is contrary to the nature and 
by judicial] construction, somewhat further; and | the spirit of our Government to extend it to all 
they now embrace within their grasp not only the ; classes of people in the community. The bill as 
merchant, properly so called, but all persons who / it stood before the amendment went quite far 
are traders, and are concerned in buying and sell- | enough. [t would even then have brought the oper- 
ing any kind of merchandise, unless the hare ation of the law and the jurisdiction of the federal 
= expressly excepted by some positive legisla- courts,into the bosom of every community. The 

ive provision. This exposition of the law extends bill, however, as it now stands, if it should pass, 
not only to those who sell any commodity in the | will entirely destroy the symmetry of our system 
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and make those courts the arbiters in almost every 


case of contract to which any member of society, | as the one now before us is necessary, 
er to become a bankrupt, may be | of the numerous frauds which are perpetrated 


who thinks pro 
a party. It will at once be, in a great degree, a 
judicial consolidation of the Union. This was 
never intended by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. Some of the terrible evils which would 
flow from such a system I shall have occasion to 
delineate, when I come to speak of the policy of 
its adoption. 

Before, Mr. Speaker, I proceed to expose to the 
view of the House those objections against this 
bill which have presented themselves with pecu- 
liar foree to my mind, permit me to answer some 
of the principal arguments which have been 
eed in favor of its passage. My friend and 
colleague from Pennsyivania, in his concluding 
speech, has made such a clear, forcible, and elo- 
quent argument in favor of the bill, that I fear it 
has produced a considerable effect. Upon this 
occasion he was listened to, as he always is, and 

always deserves to be, with the most profound 
attention. It is painful for mie to be under the 
necessity of differing from him in opinion, and 
when I do so, I am almost inclined to distrust my 
-ewn judgment. Nothing, therefore, but an im- 
_perative sense of duty could have induced me to 
“take any part in the debate upon the present 
-oecasion. 

: It has been urged that, as the framers of the 
Constitution gave to Congress the power of pass- 
‘ing a bankrupt law, we are ‘bound to put that 
“power into practical operation, and not suffer it to 
temain dormant. ` 

In answer to this argument I would reply; that 
“power and duty are very different in their nature. 
Power is optional; duty imperative. The lan- 
guage of power is that you may, that of duty 
you must. The Constitution has, in the same 
section, and in the same terms, given to Congress 
the power to declare war, to borrow money, to 
raise and support armies, &c. Will any gentle- 
man, however, undertake to say, we are under an 
obligation to give life and energy to these powers 
by bringing them into action? Will it be con- 
‘tended that, because we possess the power of de- 
claring war and borrowing money, that we are 
under a moral obligation to embroil ourselves 
‘with foreign Governments, or load the country 
with a national debt? Should any individual 
act upon the principle that it is his duty to do 
every thing which he has the legal power of 
doing, he would soon make himself a fit citizen 
for a madhouse. 

Power, whether vested in Congress or in an in- 
dividual, necessarily implies the right of exer- 
cising a sound discretion. The Constitution was 
intended not only for us, and for those who have 
gone before us, but for generations yet to come. 
It has vested in Congress ample powers, to be 
called into action whenever, in their sound discre- 
tion, they believe the interest or the happiness of 
the people require their exertion. We are, there- 
fore, left to exercise our judgment on this subject, 
entirely untrammelled by any Constitutional in- 
junction. 


It has been said that the passage of such a bill 
on aceount 


under the insolvent laws of the States, and the 
| preference which they authorize a failing debtor 
| to give to particular creditors. 

From the forcible manner in which this argu- 
ment has been urged, one would be induced to 
suppose that the legislative authority of the States, 
upon this subject, had been entirely prostrated by 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of Sturges vs. Crowninshield. 
This is, however, altogether a mistake. The cit- 
izens of the States have not been left exposed to 
the mercy of fraudulent debtors. They can look 
to their own Legislatures for relief. Their power 
to pass bankrupt laws is as ample within their 
several States as that of Congress, with one sin- 
gle exception: which is, that such laws shall not, 
contain a provision “impairing the obligation of 
contracts.” This tremendous power the people 
have decreed that the States shall not exercise. 
With the exception, therefore, of that portion of 
this bill which discharges a bankrupt from his 
debts, the Legislatures of the several States might, 
if they thought proper, enact all its provisions. 
They have the same power to pass every law for 
the prevention and punishment of the frauds of 
insolvent traders which Congress possess. They 
can equally annul all preferences which a failing 
debtor may give to a favorite creditor, whether by 
deed of trust, by judgment, or in any other man- 
ner. This principle is expressly recognised in 
the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case which I have cited. There is 
then no necessity that Congress should interfere 
for the purpose of securing the creditor; yet this 
has been urged as one of the principal reasons in 
favor of the passage of a bankrupt bill. 

It cannot be denied that many of the States 
have neglected to exercise the authority which 
they fully possess over this subject. In the State, 
one of whose representatives I have the honor to 
be, a failing debtor of every description possesses 
too much power in the distribution of his property. 
He may, if he chooses, secure one creditor at the 
expense of all the rest. He is the sole judge of 
the propriety of any preference which he may think 
proper to make. The Legislature of that, and of 
every other State where a similar evil exists, can 
however apply the remedy, if they think proper. 
Why then has -it been urged upon us, that it is 
absolutely necessary Congress should pass this 
bill, to secure-creditors against the frauds and the 
preferences which exist under the insolvent laws 
of the States, when the States themselves possess 
ample powers to attain the same ends? 

It has been said, truly, that Congress alone can 
pass a bankrupt law which will be uniform over 
the United States. But, I would ask, whether the 
benefits resulting from the uniformity which the 
law must possess would not be more nominal than 
real, whilst, on the other hand, it would bea source 
of the most serious inconveniences? ‘Is it correct 
legislation to force uon the citizens of one State a 
system of internal policy, deeply affecting the rights 
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of creditor and debtor, which may be ruinous and | her own courts, has never yet been determined. 
demoralizing to them, because it may promote the | The precise point, at which the power of regulat- 
prosperity of another State? All laws should be | ing the process would interfere with the prohibi- 


adapted to the character and to the habitsof those į 
on whom they are designed to operate. Upon | 
this principle of uniformity, which must be intro- 
duced into any bill that you have the power of; 
passing, you are obliged to adapt your citizens to | 
the law, not the law to your citizens. Will any 
géntleman say, that the same internal political | 
regulations, respecting creditor and debtor, should 
exist in each of the States composing this vast ! 
Union? For example, would the same laws be | 
suited to the manners and to the habits of the citi- 
zens of Louisiana which might be beneficial in 
the State of Maine? This necessity for uniform- 
ity, in legislating upon the subject of bankruptcy, 
yeminds me of the bed of Procrustes. He made 
every person of every size fit it. If they were too 
long for its dimensions, he lopped off their limbs; 
if too short, he stretched them to the proper4ength. 
The uniformity which must exist in any law 
that we have the power of passing, shows, in a 
forcible point of view, the propriety of State legis- 
lation upon the subject, in preference to that of 
Congress, it will be better adapted to the peculiar 


habits of the citizens of the respective States. | 


It has been urged, as an objection to State legis- 
lation, that, as they can pass no law impairing the 
obligation of contracts, they cannot discharge a 

-bankrupt from his debts. This is certainly true. | 


If, therefore, it be deemed proper that the States | i 
should possess that power, it can be bestowed on | bankrupt laws, has been introduced into this argu- - 


them by an amendment to the Constitution. | 
On this part of the subject I am much obliged | 
to my honorable colleague for the clear and forcible 
distinction which he has drawn between contracts, 
and the means of enforcing them—between rights 
and remedies. This distinction is also precisely 
marked in the opinion of the court in the case of 
Sturges and Crowninshield. The States, it is 
true, cannot impair the obligation of a contract, 
but they possess a discretionary power, to a con- 
siderable extent, in modifying the remedy of the 
creditor. I have been informed that no species of 
execution in Rhode Island will touch the debtor’s 
real estate, yet the law of that State, in this respect, 
has never been supposed to be unconstitutional. 
Why then might not the States, if they thought | 
it politic, declare, that, after a debtor had fairly 
relinquished all his property for the benefit of his 
creditors, in such a manner as might be directed | 
by law, their process of execution should not be 
used by a vindictive creditor against the acquisi- 
tions of his debtor for a certain number of years, 
and then only against a part of them, and for the 
common benefit of all the creditors? If sucha 
provision, or one of a similar nature, be Constitu- 
tional—and I confess I can perceive no reason, 
founded cither upon principle or precedent, suffi- 
cient to convince me that it would not—the States 
already possess the power of relieving an honest 
bankrupt to a considerable extent. This is how- 
ever, a delicate subject,on which I wish to express 
no decided opinion. How fara State may pro- 
ceed constitutionally, in controlling the process of : 


tion against impairing the obligation of the con- 
tract, will be difficult to ascertain. 

The advocates of this bill have presented it to 
us in the garb ofa political experiment. Say they, 
its duration is limited to the term of three years, 
It must then dies unless its existence shall be pro- 
longed by the joint act of all the legislative de- 
partments. Its enemies, therefore, ought not to 
apprehend serious evils from its enactment. 

In answer to this suggestion, it may be observed, 
that legislative experiments should be tried with 
extreme caution. An act may expire in three 
years by its own limitation; you may repeat it 
at the end of one, should its operation be found 
injurious, but yet its pernicious influence may last 
for ages. If, by expunging a law from your 
statute book, you would efface its effects from the 
human mind, or withdraw its influence from the 
human character, then, indeed, experiments in 
politics would be as harmless as those in philoso- 
phy. This, however, is not the case. We all 
agree that the bill, if it should pass, is what may, 
with propriety, be called a strong measure. It is 
not a mere theory. Its effects upon society will 
be immediate, and either good or evil to a great 
extent. Whether, therefore, it shall continue but 
three years, or be perpetual, ought not much to 
influence the decision of the question. 

The experience of other countries, respecting 


ment by the friends of the bill, for the purpose of 
furthering their views, whilst, on the other hand, 
its enemies have contended, that the practical 
operation of the bankrupt law of England, and of 
that one which heretofore existed in this country, 
present powerful reasons against the passage of 
this bill. Into this controversy I will not enter, 
because the subject has been already fully dis- 
cussed. There is, however, one event in the history 
of Pennsylvania which speaks volumes against 
the passage of this bill. On the 13th March, 
1812, the Legislature of that State, after much 
solicitation, passed a bankrupt or insolvent law, 
under the provisions of which debtors were to be 
relieved from the obligation of their contracts. 
The operation of this act was confined to the city 
and county of Philadelphia. It was there that 
the commerce of the State was chiefly conducted, 
and it was there the merchants resided who were 
most liable to be ruined by the fluctuations of trade. 
If there ever was a place where a fair experiment 
could have been made of the effects of such a iaw, 
Philadelphia was peculiarly that place. What 
was the consequence? The act would have ex- 
pired by its own limitation on the ist of April, 
1814, but it was not suffered to exist one month 
beyond the next meeting of the Legislature after 
its passage. It was repealed on the 21st Decem- 
ber, 1812. I am now informed, by my colleague, 
(Mr. Brown,) who was then a member of the 
Legislature, that the representatives from that dis- 
trict, who, but a few months before, had strained 
every nerve to procure the passage of the bill, 
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were the most active in obtaining its repeal. On 
the very first day of the session they presented a 
great number of petitions from their constituents, 
praying that the law might no longer be suffered 
to exist. Such were its baneful effects in so short 
a period of time. Whilst on this part of the subject 
ĮI will merely add, that this law was repealed long 
before the Supreme Court of the United States 
had decided that the States had not the power of 
introducing into a bankrupt law a clause discharg- 
ing the bankrupt from his debts. Before this de- 


cision was made, the Supreme Courts, both of 


New York and Pennsylvania, had held a contrary 
doctrine. 

I shall now proceed to lay before the House my 
objections to the passage of this bill. As it now 
stands, certain classes of society are exposed to its 


adverse operation, upon the commission of any of 


the acts of bankruptcy, described in its first sec- 
tion. Every individual in the community, includ- 
ing those embraced by the bill previous to the late 
amendment, may become voluntary bankrupts. 

It will be necessary here briefly to inquire who 
may be declared bankrupts against their will. The 
adverse operation of the law will not be confined 
to wholesale and retail merchants, strictly speak- 
ing, and to dealers in exchange, bankers, brokers, 
factors, underwriters, and marine insurers. By 
the construction which has been placed upon the 
words “other person, actually using the trade of 
merchandise, by buying and ‘selling, in gross or 
by retail,’ not only every dealer in any article, 
but every manufacturer or mechanic who pur- 
chases. any material, bestows his skill and labor 
upon it, and sells it in its improved state, falls 
within the compulsory branch of this bill, unless 
expressly excepted by the proviso in its first sec- 
tion. Thus, the distiller who purchases grain, 
converts it into whiskey, and sells the whiskey, 
would clearly be within its operation. The mil- 
ler, also, who buys wheat, and sells it converted 
into flour, may be declared a bankrupt against his 
will. These cases are cited only as examples 
to illustrate the general rule. Each individual 
member can imagine many others. 

I will now proceed to that which strikes my 


mind as a radical objection to the existence of this. 


or any- other adversary bankrupt bill in the Uni- 
ted States. It arises from the nature of our free 
institutions, and is one that exists in no other 
country on the globe. It springs out of the best 
principles of the Federal Constitution, and it cag- 
not be removed without expunging them from the 
instrument. 

In what manner is a person to be declared a 
bankrupt by the bill now before the House? On 
the petition of any creditor, accompanied by an 
affidavit of the truth of his debt, the Circuit or Dis- 
trict Judge of the United States is authorized to 
issue a commission of bankruptcy. The alleged 
bankrupt may, however, appear before the com- 
missioners, deny that he has committed any act 


of bankruptcy, and demand a trial by a jury of 


his country, before the Judge who issued the com- 
mission. This isa right of which he cannot be 
deprived by the power of Congress. In the em- 


phatic language of the Constitution, “he shall not 


be deprived of his life, his liberty, or his property, 
without due process of law.” 

This trial before the Circuit or District Judge 
may, and probably will, in a majority of cases, be 
delayed for years, before its final termination. In 
free governments we cannot move with the celer- 
ity of despotism. During its pendency, what be- 
cofnes of the property of the alleged bankrupt? 
He cannot be dispossessed of it under the Consti- 
tution of the country, or by the provisions of this 
bill, until the jury shall have convicted him of 
some one of the acts of bankruptcy described in 
its first section. But, although it cannot be wrest- 
ed from him until after the event, yet the moment 
the commission issues, he, in effect, loses all con- 
trol over his estate. The reason of this is, that, 
by the provisions of the bill, all intermediate dis- 
positions made by the debtor of his property are 
absolutely void, should he finally be declared a 
bankrupt. No person, therefore, could, with safety, 
in the meantime, enter into any contract with him, 
on purchase any part of his estate. From the 
very nature of an adverse bankrupt system, this 
must necessarily be the case. If it were not, 
every man charged with having committed an 
act of bankruptcy would demand a trial by jury 
before the District or Circuit Judge of the United 
States; so that, during its pendency, he might 
have an opportunity to dispose of his property as 
he thought proper. This would be giving a legal 


sanction to the very evil which the friends of the 


bill say it is chiefly intended to remedy. 
What, then, is the situation in which the bill 


places every man within its adverse provisions? 
Any of his creditors, or pretended creditors, by 


making an ex parte affidavit of the truth of his 
debt, without even proving, by his own oath, or 
otherwise, any act of bankruptcy against him, 
may bring upon him inevitable and overwhelm- 
ing destruction. If envy or malice against him 
rankles in the soul of any enemy, who either is 
his creditor, or who will swear that he is, that 
enemy may wreak his vengeance to the full extent 
of his wishes, by having a commission of bank- 
ruptcy issued against him. The commission itself 
would be the death warrant of his property, not- 
withstanding his property may have been sufi- 
cient to discharge his debts, and he may have 
been guilty of no act of bankruptcy. If he sub- 
mits to the commission, his credit is gone and his 
power of exertion is at an end, until he shall have 
obtained his final discharge. If he does not, and 
demands a trial, he is, during its pendency, in the- 
situation of Tantalus in the infernal regions. 
Although he may be surrounded by all the com- 
forts of life and the means of extricating himself 
from his difficulties, he has not the power of using 

them. If he should be a merchant, his counting- 

house must be closed and his capital remain idle, 

awaiting the result of a tedious lawsuit. If he be 

a farmer, who has carried on a distillery, or who 

has been a miller, or retail merchant, he cannot 

dispose of an acre of his land, or any of his per- 

sonal property, until the controversy is determined. 

Whether, therefore; he submits to the commission 
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or does not, if he be an honest man he is exposed 
to inevitable ruin. If he be a fraudulent debtor, 
the delay of the trial will afford him ample time. 
and opportunity to secrete his property, and place 
it beyond the reach of-his creditors; and, in this 
situation, he will have the strongest temptation to 
he guilty of fraud. 3 

. The bankrupt law of England, the model from 
which the present bill has been drawn, provides 
an effectual remedy for this evil. It is one, how- 
ever, which we have no Constitutional power to 
adopt, and, if we had, it would be repugnant to 
every feeling of the hearts of freemen. In that 
country the bare issuing of the commission is 
itself equivalent to an execution. The debtor is 
at once deprived of the possession of all his prop- 
erty, and it is vested in the commissioners. Al- 
though he may declare that he has never been 
guilty of an act of bankruptcy, and petition for a 
trial, be petitions in vain. The iron hand of the 
law is upon him, and no innocence can elude its 
grasp. In that country, the law declares that 
“caveats against commissions are not allowed, 
for they give too much time to a fraudulent debtor.” 
The proceedings under it resemble those of the 
judges in the infernal regions who first condemn 
and afterwards hear. They first deprive a man 
of all his property, by virtue of the commission, 
and, after the evil has been ‘done, allow him to 
apply to the Chancellor to have it superseded. 

. From the nature of those Governments on the 
continent of Europe, under whose dominion bank- 
rupt laws prevail, and from the peculiar character 
of those laws, and of the commercial tribunals by 
whom they are administered, the same evils do not 
exist. I will not exhaust the patience of the House 
by detailing their different provisions. 

It may be said that, as the bill provides that the 
petitioning creditor, before the commission can 
issue, shall give bond, to be taken by the circuit 
or district judge, in such penalty and with such 
surety as he may direct, conditioned that the ob- 
ligor shall prove the debtor to be a bankrupt, he 
will be enabled to recover damages to the extent 
of any injury which he may sustain, in case the 
condition of the bond should be violated. 

. This remedy, from its nature, could be no com- 
pensation for the injury sustained. To inform a 
man, after he had been arrested in the pursuit of 
his business by a commission of bankruptcy ; after 
his prospects in life had been blasted ; after his 
credit had been destroyed; and after he had been 
pad for years in a course of litigation, which 

ad terminated in his favor, that he might then 
enter upon another law-suit and bring his action 
upon the bond, would be laughing at his calamity. 

his would present no prospect of indemnity, even 
if the obligors should be solvent ; but, from the 
ignorance of the judges, so far removed from the 
people as those of the United States necessarily 
are, respecting the solvency of the sureties, and 
from the lapse of time which must transpire before 
any suit could be sustained upon the bond, it 
would in most instances, be of little or no value. 

These, then, would be the effects of the bill on 
the persons within its adverse operation. 


Let us next inquire what would be the moral 
and practical effects of this bill, with the amend- 
ment just adopted of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Should it pass in its present shape, I shudder at 
the consequences. How will it affect the great 
agricultural interest of the country? I have the 
; honor, in part, to represent a district chiefly com- 
posed of farmers. They are honest, they are in- 
dustrious, and they esteem their contracts to be 
sacred and inviolable, The word of most of 
them, could their existence be perpetuated, binds 
them as forcibly as their bond. Have they, or 
have any other agriculturists over the whole range 
of this extensive ‘Union, asked you to passa ban i~ 
rupt law in their favor? Have they ever peti- 
tioned you to discharge them from the obligation 
of their contracts, which they feel themselves as 
much bound in conscience as in law to perform ? 
It is certain that many honest and respectable 
men of that valuable class of society have been 
unfortunate, and I pity them from my inmost soul; 
but, I beseech you, spare thèm from a law for 
which they have never asked, and which would 
tempt them to add guilt to misfortune. 

What would be the necessary operation of such 
a law, when brought home to them and to every 
other member of society? Once declare that con- 
tracts shall be no longer sacred; that any debtor, 
whether he has been a trader or not, by complying 
with the provisions of the law, may have an elec- 
tion held by his creditors, and if two-thirds of them 
in number and value consent, may be relieved 
from all his debts against the will of the remainder; 
and you make a direct attack on the first princi- 
ples of moral honesty, by which the great mass of 
the people have been hitherto directed. Let a 
bankrupt be presented to the view of society, who 
has become wealthy since his discharge, and who, 
after having ruined a number of his creditors, 
shields himself from the paymentof his honest debts 
by his certificate, and what effects would such a 
spectacle be calculated to produce? Examples of 
this nature must at length demoralize any people.. 

.The contagion introduced by the laws of the 
country, would, for that very reason, spread like 
a pestilence, until honesty, honor, and faith, will 
at length be swept from the intercourse of society, 
Leave the agricultural interest pure and uncor- 
rupted, and they will forever form the basis on 
which the Constitution and liberties of your coun- 
try may safely repose. Do not, I beseech you, 
teach them to think lightly of the solemn obliga- 
tion of contracts. No Government on earth, how- 
ever corrupt, has ever enacted a bankrupt law for 
farmers, it would be a perfect monster in this 
country, where our institutions depend altogether 
upon the virtue of the people. We have no Con- 
stitutional power to pass the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky; and, if we had, 
we never should do so, because such a provision 
| would spread a moral taint through society which 
would corrupt it to its very core. 

There is another point of view in which this 
bill, in its practical effects, would be intolerable. 
The jurisdiction of federal courts over citizens of 

! the United States is now chiefly confined to con- 
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troversies existing between the citizens of different 
States. This bill, if it should become a law, will 
amount to almost a judicial consolidation of the 
. Union. The litigation which will arise out of it, 
and which, by its provisions, must be exclusively 
determined by the federal courts, will embrace a 
large portion of the citizens of every State, either 
‘as parties or witnesses. 4 

The numerous acts of bankruptcy described in 
the bill, many of which depend altogether upon 
the intention of the party charged with having 
‘committed them, would form the first ample source 
of exclusive federal jurisdiction. 

By the fifty-sixth section it is provided that any 
creditor of a bankrupt, appearing before the Com- 
missioners, may, at his election, have the validity 
of his claim determined in the circuit court of the 
district in which the bankrupt resides. The same 
privilege is extended to the assignees objecting to 
the validity of any claim upon the bankrupt, pre- 
sented before the Commissioners; in this manner 
every law suit which could arise in the settlement 
of a bankrupt’s estate, respecting the demands of 
any of his creditors, would be drawn into the cir- 
cuit court for decision. _ This would be the case 
whether he became a bankrupt voluntarily or by 
compulsion, and without any regard either to his 
occupation or place of residence, or that of his 
creditors. The whole structure of the National 
Judiciary would thus be changed. It would then 
possess jurisdiction, not only over controversies. 
arising between citizens of different States, but 
over au immense number of those existing between 
citizens of the same State. 

„It would be tedious to enumerate, and perhaps 

impossible to.foresee, all the controversies which, 
under the provisions.of this bill, must exclusively 
be determined by the federal courts. The sixty- 
third section contains a sweeping clause upon this 
subject. It provides “that, except in the cases 

. ‘which are in this act otherwise specially provided 
‘ for, if any bankrupt, or any assignee or assignees, 
‘creditor Or creditors, or any other person, shall 
‘conceive himself, herself, or themselves, aggrieved 
‘by any examination, order, decision, denial, or 

‘other proceeding of the Commissioners, under 
“any commission, or any act, proceeding, refusal, 
“neglect, or omission of the bankrupt, or any as- 
t signee or asignees, or creditor or creditors, under, 
‘or by virtue of this act,” such person may peti- 
tion the cireuit court, for the district where the 
commission issued, or either of its judges, for re- 
lief. The court, or the judge, is then bound to 
take cognizance of the complaint, and, at the elec- 
tion of either party, direct any facts in controversy 
to be tried by a jury. : 

In the State of Pennsylvania there are but two 
district courts of the United States, the one located 
in the city of Philadelphia, the other in the city 
of Pittsburg. The distance between these two 
places is three hundred miles. The inconvenience 
and expense to the people, from every section of 
the State of attending those two courts, as par- 
ties, and as witnesses, would be an intolerable 
grievance. Under the provisions of this bill, how- 
ever, such attendance must necessarily be a matter 


of daily occurrence. The people are already suffi- 
ciently harassed, by being obliged to be present at 
the courts within their own counties; but, if you 
compel them to travel to the federal courts, from 
one extremity of a large State to the other, it 
would be an evil scarcely to be endured. The 
same inconveniences will exist in every other State’ 
in the Union, but they will bë felt in a greater’ 
degree by the people of the larger States. This is‘ 
another radical objection against the passage of a 
bankrupt bill by Congress. It is one which can- 
not be renewed, because it results from the organ- 
ization of the federal courts under the Constitution, 
and the allotment of judicial power between them 
and the courts of the several States. It demon- 
strates, however, that the power to pass bankrupt 
laws could be exercised by the States much more 
conveniently for the people, than by the General 
Government. l 

Another serious objection to the passage of the 
bill, is its manifest tendency to increase the per- 
petration of fraud. Itis true, it has been strenu- 
ously maintained by its friends, that it will, in a 
great degree, repress that evil. Has the experience 
of England justified them in making this predic- 
tion? Does not the testimony which has been 
taken before the committee of the House of Com- 
mons prove clearly the contrary? Indeed, so 
pressed down with its weight was ‘my honorable 
colleague, (Mr. S.,) that he was obliged to attri- 


-bute the innumerable frauds which had been com- 


mitted under the bankrupt law of that country, 
not to the operation of the law itself, but to the 
general corruption which prevailed among. the 
people. This bill, should it become a law, must 
be productive of innumerable frauds, unless it will 
have the power of changing the nature of man, 
and rendering him the less criminal because he is 
the more tempted. He who created man, and 


‘therefore best knew his heart, directed him to pray. 


that he might not be led into temptation: This 
bill informs the debtor that, if he ‘will conform to 
its provisions, he shall obtain a certificate which 
will discharge him from all his debts. The State 
insolvent laws declare to him.that, when he has 
given up all his property for the use of his credit- 
ors, he-has done no more than his duty, and that 
his future acquisitions shall be answerable until 
his debts are paid. If a debtor can pass the ordeat 
of this bankrupt law, and obtain his certificate, he 
may then in security enjoy that property which 
successful fraud has enabled him to conceal. Un- 
der the State insolvent laws, however, hé must 
know that the moment his concealed property is 
brought to light, it is liable to be seized by his 
creditors. Whilst, therefore, a bankrupt law holds 
out every temptation to make the debtor dishonest, 
an insolvent law presentshim no such inducement: 
Indeed, his true policy is directly the reverse. 
Upon his good and fair conduct, and the conse- 
quent favorable regard of his creditors, depend his 
hopes of a discharge. : 

It is true, that by this bill a bankrupt cannot ob- 
tain a discharge from all his debts, ‘unless by the 
consent of two-thirds of his creditors in number 
and value. In theory this would appear to present 
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a considerable difficulty in the way of obtaining 
a certificate. In practice, under the English bank- 
rupt laws, it has been found more nominal than 
real. Indeed, but few instances have, I believe, 
occurred in the history of their bankrupt laws, in 
which consenthas not been obtained. In this coun- 
try, under our judiciary system, it would, perhaps, 
be still easier for the bankrupt to escape from his 
debts, He himself, if he be fraudulently disposed, 
can, by his own act, create as many creditors as 
he chooses. If the assignees or the other creditors 
think proper to dispute the claims of those believed 
to be fraudulent, they may insist upon having a 
trial by jury before the circuit court. Where the 
bankrupt has little or no property to divide, as 
would be the case in most instances, neither his 
assignees nor. honest creditors would incur the 
expense and trouble of carrying on a lawsuit, per- 
haps a hundred miles from home, to disprove any 
debt presented before the commissioners. Even 
should they think proper to do so, it would be dif- 
ficult to accomplish it, if the fraud had been con- 
ducted with any.art; because, in the law, fraud 
is never to be presumed, but must be clearly 
proved. 

The evils which would flow from the retrospec- 
tive operation of this bill I shall not touch; they 
have already been ably and eloquently descanted 
upon by others. 

I shall now come to my concluding argument 
against the passage of this bill. It would tend 
again to arouse the spirit of wild and extravagant 
speculation, which has spread distress far and wide 
over the land. It will tend again to produce those 
very evils for which its friends say it is intended 

` to provide a remedy. 

What has been the history of this country 2 
Upon this subject let us not turn a deaf ear to the 
dictates of experience. It is the best teacher of 
political wisdom. 

Under our glorious Constitution, the human 
mind is unrestrained in the pursuit of happiness. 
The calm of despotism does not rest upon us. 
Neither the institutions of the country, nor the 
habits of society, haye established any castes within 
the limits of which man shall be confined. The 
human intellect walks abroad in its majesty. This 
admirable system of government, which Incorpo- 
rates the rights of man into the Constitution of 
the country, developes all the latent resources of 
the intellect, and brings them into active energy. 
The road to wealth and to honor is not closed 
against the humblest citizen ; and Heaven forbid 
thaf.it ever should ! 

It is, however, the destiny of man to learn that 
evil often treads closely upon the footsteps of 
good. The very liberty which we enjoy, unless 


we are restrained by the dictates of morality and | h 


of prudence, has a tendency to make us discon- 
tented with our condition. It often produces a 
restless temper, and a disposition to be perpetually 
changing our pursuits, for the purpose of becom- 
mg more wealthy or more distinguished. The 
frame of mind produced by freedom, if kept within 
proper bounds, is a source of the greatest advan- 
tages to individuals and to society ; if unrestrained 


and suffered to run wild, it leads to every species 
of extravagance and folly. pS j 

A few merchants, both in the cities and in the 
country, have amassed splendid and princely for- 
tunes. These have glittered in the fancy of the 
thoughtless and unsuspecting countryman, and 
have roused his ambition or his avarice. He 
never calculated that it requires a union of con- 
siderable parts with great experience to make an 
accomplished merchant; and that, with all these 
advantages, but few comparatively are successful. 
His son is taught book-keeping at a country school, 
and then he abandons the pursuit of his fathers. 
He leaves the business of agriculture, which is the 
most peaceful, the most happy, the most independ- 
ent, and, I might add, the most respectable, In so- 
ciety, to become a merchant. Hespurns the idea. 
of treading in the path of his ancestors, and ac- 
quiring his living by the sweat of his brow. 
Wealth and distinction have become his idols, 
and have turned his brain. 

Is not this the history of thousands in our coun- 
try within the last twenty years? It was not dif- 
ficult to predict what would be the melancholy 
catastrophe. Bankruptcy, and ruin have fallen 
upon the thoughtless adventurers. 

Happy would it have been for the country had 
this spirit of speculation confined itself to the far- 
mer who turned merchant. We have witnessed 
it spreading over every class of the community. 
We have, in innumerable instances, seen the plain, 
sober, industrious, and experienced farmer, con- 
verted into a speculator in land and in stocks. We 
have lived in a time when the foundations of so- 
ciety appeared to be shaken, and when the love of 
gain seemed to swallow up every other passion of 
the heart. This disposition gave birth to the hun- 
dreds and the thousands of banks which have 
spread themselves over the country. Their reac- 
tion upon the people doubled the force of the ori- 
ginal cause which produced them. They deluged 
the country with bank paper. The price of land 
rose far beyond its real value; it commanded from 
$200 to $400 per acre in many parts of the dis- 
trict which I have the honor, in part, to represent; 
and I know one instance ‘in which a man agreed 
to give $1,500 per acre for a tract of land, which 
he afterwards laid out in town lots. He sold the 
lots at so large a profit that he would have accu- 
mulated an independent fortune by the specula- 
tion, had not the times changed, and the lot-hold- 
ers, In consequence, been unable to pay the pur- 
chase money. 

This universal delusion bas vanished; the en- 
chantment is at an end; the people have been re- 
stored to their sober senses. In the change, which 
was rapid, many honest and respectable citizens 
ave been ruined. Among many, misery and 
want have usurped the abodes of happiness and 
plenty. I most sincerely deplore their situation ; 
but, as legislators, we should also have some com. 
passion on the community. Experience has taught 
us a lesson which, I trust, we shall never forget— 
that a wild and extravagant spirit of speculation 
1s one of the greatest curses which can pervade - 
our country. Do you wish again to rouse it? Do 
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you wish again to witness the desolation which it 
has spread over the. land, and which we are now 
slowly repairing? Then pass this bankrupt bill. 
Inform the farmer, who is now contented and 
happy, and whom experience has taught the dan- 
ger of entering into trade, that he may become a 
merchant or a landjobber; that he may proceed 
to any excess he thinks proper; that he need con- 
fine the extravagance of his speculations within 
no other limit but the extent of his credit; thatif, 
at last, he should be successful, unbounded wealth 
will be his portion—if not, the law will discharge 
him from all his debts, and enable him to begin a 
new career; hold out a lure to all the industrious 
classes,in society to abandon their useful and hon- 
orable pursuits, and enter into speculation of some 
kind or other, by:proclaiming it as the law, that, 
if they should prove unsuccessful, their debts shall 
be cancelled, and they shall be restored to their 
former situation. Such a law would present the 
strongest temptations to every man in society to 
become indolent and extravagant, because every 
. man in society is embraced by its provisions. In 
this respect it is as novel as it is dangerous. Rest 
assured, Mr. Speaker, that our population require 
the curb more than the rein. If you hold outsuch 
encouragement to unbounded speculation as this 
bill presents, we shall, before many years, see all 
the occurrences again presented before us which 
have involved the country in unexampled distress. 

The time may come, ages hence, when a bank- 
rupt law may become necessary for the encourage- 
ment of commerce. History has instructed us that 
nations, like men, rise, and flourish, and decay. 
At present our population possesses all the vigor 
and enterprise of youth. The stimulus of sucha 

` bill would drive us on to madness. It would be 
putting into the hands of Pheeton the reins of the 
chariot of the sun. The day will.come, but I 
trust it is now far distant, when old age shall fall 
upon us as a nation—when wealth shall beget 
luxury and corruption—and when we shall be en- 
feebled in all our exertions. Then it may.be ne- 
cessary to hold out extraordinary allurements to 
commercial enterprise. When that day shall ar- 
rive; when our country shall be sinking into de- 
cline; when her energies shall be paralyzed; and 
‘when, perhaps, a new Republic, vigorous as ours 
is at present, may be her competitor in commerce, 
then, and not till then, will it be necessary that 
Congress should exercise the power vested in them 
by the Constitution, and pass uniform laws on the 
subject of bankruptcies. 

When Mr. B. had concluded— 

Mr. Wriear replied. 

To put an end to further discussion of the sub- 

- ject, Mr. TAYLOR remarked that he felt it his duty 
to call for the previous question, and, on motion, it 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 96. 

At the suggestion of Mr. Netson, of Virginia, 
Mr. CamBrELENG moved for a reconsideration of 
the vote for the previous question just taken; but 
the House: refused to reconsider the same—yeas 
69, nays 83. 


The main question was then ordered, and was 


put, on reading the bill a third time, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 72, nays 99, as follows: 


Yras—Messrs. Allen of Massachusetts, Baldwin, ` 
Barbour of Connecticut, Bayly, Bigelow, Borland, 
Breckenridge, Burrows, Cambreleng, Campbell of 
New York, Causden,. Cocke, Colden, Conkling, 
Crafts, Cushman, Darlington, Denison, Durfee, Dwight, 
Eddy, Edwards of Connecticut, Edwards of Pennsyl- 
vania, Eustis, Farrelly, Findlay, Fuller, Gorham, 
Hawks, Herrick, Hill, Holcombe, Hubbard, Jones of 
Tennessee, Kent, Kirkland, Little, McCarty, Milnor, 
Montgomery, Moore of Pennsylvania, Moore of Virgi- 
nia, Moore of Alabama, Neale, Nelson of Massachusetts, 
Patterson of New York, Pitcher, Poinsett, Rich, 
Rochester, Rogers, Ruggles, Russ, Russell, Sawyer, 
Sergeant, S. Smith, J. S. Smith, Sterling of Connecti- 
cut, Sterling of New York, Stoddard, Taylor, Tod, 
Tomlinson, Tracy, Van Rensselaer, White, Whit- 
man, Williamson, Wood, Woodson, and Wright. 


Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Tennessee, 
Archer, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Bassett, Bateman, Bay- 
lies, Blackledge, Blair, Brown, Buchanan, Burton, 
Butler, Campbell of Ohio, Cannon, Cassedy, Cham- 
bers, Condict, Conner, Cook, Cuthbert, Dane, Dick- 
inson, Edwards of North Carolina, Floyd, Gilmer, 
Gist, Gross, Hall, Hardin, Harvey, Hobart, Hooks, 
Jackson, F. Johnson, J. T. Johnson,. J. S. Johnston, 
Jones of Virginia, Keyes, Lathrop, Leftwich, Lincoln, 
Litchfield, Long, Lowndes, McCoy, McDuffie, McNeill, 
McSherry, Mallary, Matlack, Matson, Mattocks, Mer- 
cer, Metcalfe, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Mitchell of 
South Carolina, Morgan, Murray, Nelson of Virginia, ` 
New, Newton, Overstreet, Patterson of Pennsylvania, 
Phillips, Pierson, Plumer of New Hampshire, Plumer 
of Pennsylvania, Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of Geor- 
gia, Rhea, Ross, Sanders, Scott, Sloan, Arthur Smith, 
W. Smith, Alexander Smyth, Stevenson, Stewart, 
Swan, Swearingen, Tatnall, Thompson, Trimble, 
Tucker of South Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Up- 
ham, Vance, Van Wyck, Walker, Walworth, Whip- 
ple, Williams of North Carolina, Williams of Virginia, 
Wilson, Woodcock, and Worman. 

So the bill was rejected. And then the House 
adjourned. 


Wepnespay, March 13. 


Mr. SERGEANT, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, who were instructed, on the 14th ultimo, 
to inquire into the expediency of permitting aliens, 
who resided within the limits and jurisdiction of 
the United States one year immediately preceding 
the declaration of the late war between the United 
States and Great Britain, and who have con- 
tinued to reside within the same, to become citi- 
zens without a compliance with the first condition 
specified in the first section of the act entitled 
“An act to establish an uniform rule of naturali- 
zation,” approved April 14th, 1802, made a report 
thereon; which was read, and committed to the 
Committee of the whole House on the state of the 
Union. j Re 

Mr. SERGEANT, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of State 
to issue letters patent to Frederick S. Warburg; 
which bill was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 
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Mr. GitmeR submitted the following resolu- 
tion, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be instructed 
to report to the House of Representatives, what evi~ 
dences of claims, recorded in the office of the Depart- 
ment of State, in pursuance of the act of Congress, 
passed 31st March, 1814, providing for the indemnifi- 
cation of certain claims of public lands in the Missis- 
sippi Territory, remain in that office, after having been 
rejected by the commissioners appointed under that 

. act; whether the Secretary of State has refused to de- 
liver up such evidences of claims to the claimants, 
together with the reasons of such refusal, specifying 
‘the names of such claimants as applied to withdraw 
their evidences of claims. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table 
one day. 

Mr. Evwarps, of North Carolina, moved for the 
consideration of the joint resolution from the Sen- 
ate, now lying on the table, for fixing a time for 
the adjournment of Congress, which motion was 
negatived—the House refusing to consider it. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


On motion of Mr. Netson, of Virginia, the 
House went into the consideration of the report of 
the seléct committee appointed to revise and alter 
the standing rules and orders of the House. 

. The first alteration proposed in the report, was 
of the 16th rule, so as to substitute Maine for New 
Hampshire, in the order of calling petitions. 

The alteration was supported by Mr. NELSON, 
of Virginia, Mr. Hitt, and Mr. Smitu, of Mary- 
land, and opposed by Mr. McCoy, Mr. TUCKER, 
of Virginia, Mr. Wooncocx, and Mr. MALLARY, 
when the question was taken and the alteration 
adopted. 

Another alteration was proposed to the 16th 
tule in relation to the presentation of petitions, 
forbidding the same, after thirty days from the 
commencement of the session, except on the first 
day of the meeting of the House in each week. 

Mr. CAMPRELL, of Ohio, moved to erase the 
word “thirty” and in lieu thereof to insert the 
word “ fifty.” 

Messrs, Rara, and Wituiams, of North Caro- 
lina, were disposed to non-concur altogether with 
the proposed amendment. They considered it as 
an improper curtailment of the right of petitioning. 
After some further remarks by Messrs. NELSON, of 
Virginia, Mercer, and FULLER, the question was 
taken on Mr. CampgeLt’s motion; and lost. On 
the question of adopting the amendment as re- 
ported, it was decided affirmatively. 

The following proposition was reported to be 
added to the 17th rule, viz: “No more than an 
‘ hour each day, shall be devoted to the subject of 
‘reports from committees, and resolutions; after 
‘ which, the Speaker shall dispose of the bills, mes- 

‘sages, and communications, on his table, and 
‘then proceed to call the orders of the day.” 

The proposition was opposed by Mr. BUTLER, 
who thought the only beneficial curtailment would 
be, by devising some method of limiting the long 


speeches that had consumed so much time during 
this session. 


Mr. STERLING, of New York, proposed to amend 
the amendment, by inserting, after the word “ re- 
solutions,” the words, “unless in the opinion of 
the Speaker further time shall be required.” 

The amendment of Mr. S. was opposed by Mr. 
Mautary, and negatived. 

Mr. Enwarps, of Connecticut, then offered the 
following amendment to the amendment, to be in- 
serted after the word “resolutions,” viz: “unless 
‘in the opinion of the House further time shall be 
“necessary, which question shall not be subject to 
t debate.” This proposition was also negatived, as 
were others respectively submitted by Messrs. Bare- 
MAN, Coox, and Epwarps, of North Carolina. 
The question then recurring upon the adoption of 
the amendment as recommended by the committee, 
the same was supported by Messrs. Smrru, of Ma- 
ryland, Tomitnson, Coox, and Rica, and opposed 
by Messrs. Raza, PLUMER, of New Hampshire, and 
WALKER; when the question was taken and the 
amendment was adopted. 

After passing various other amendments pro- 
posed to the present rules— 

The first amendment proposed to the 52d rule _ 
being under consideration— 

Mr. Cannon moved to amend the same, by ad- 
ding ther% words to constitute the Committee on 
the Militia a standing committee. The motion. 
was supported by the mover and opposed by Messrs. 
TayLor, Sauru, of Maryland, and McCoy, and 
negatived. 

The clause as reported to be added to the 52d 
rule being under consideration— 

Mr. Eustis proposed to strike out the following 
part thereof, next after the word “report,” viz: 
“from time to time, such measures as may contri- 
bute to the economy and accountability of the 
said establishment,” and to insert, in lieu thereof, 
the words “their opinion thereupon.” The motion 
to strike out was supported by the mover, and 
Messrs. Mercer, FuLLER, and McCoy, and op- 
posed by Messrs. Taytor, Smit of Maryland, 
Tomuinson, Wiutiams of North Carolina, and 
Neuson of Virginia; when the question was taken 
and the motion negatived. 

Mr. ToMLINSON moved so to amend the propo- 
sition as to provide that the said committee report 
their opinion upon the measures submitted to them, 
and also to report from time to time such measures 
as may contribute to economy and accountability 
in the said establishment. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. T. and carried, and the question next re- 
curring upon the amendment as amended, the 
same was adopted. 

Mr. TAYLOR proposed a similar modification to 
the last of Mr. Tomtrnson, in respect to that part 
of the amendment which relates to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; the same was agreed to, and 
the amendment as amended was then adopted. 

The remaining branch of the amendment, in re- 
lation to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, after 
some verbal emendations, was concurred in. 

A new rule, to be inserted after the 56th rule, 
providing that the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, at the commencement of every session 
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of Congress, shall cause to be printed and delivered 
to each member a list of reports, &e., which it is 
the duty of any officer or Department of Govern- 
ment to make to Congress, was alSo concurred in. 

A new rule, as reported for the 82d rule, after 
sustaining a modification, on motion of Mr. Rien, 
was also adopted. 

The last proposition reported by the committee 
was in the following words: “ Nor shall any rule 
be suspended except by a vote of at least two- 
thirds of the members present.” 

The concurrence with this amendment was op- 
posed by Mr. Witiiams of North Carolina, and 
Mr. Mercer, and supported by Mr. NeLson of 
Virginia; when the question was taken thereon, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. Mercer moved to insert, as an addition to 
the 22d rule, the following: “ Nor shall any mem- 
ber remain in the hall covered, during the session 
of the House, without the permission of the 
Speaker.” 

. The question was discussed by Messrs. MERCER 
and Harorn in favor of the motion, and by Messrs. 
‘Wits of North Carolina, LITTLE, WALKER, 
and Trime er, in opposition to it; when Mr. TAY- 
LOR submitted it as a question of order, that this 
proposition was not susceptible of debate or deter- 

mination, without being laid one day on the table. 
© Mr. Murcer considered it to be in order as an 
amendment to rules that were now under discus- 
sion. : 

The Spraxer decided that the motion was in 
order; and, after a few further remarks by Mr. 
Mercer in favor of the motion, and by Mr. Saw- 
YER against it, the question was taken, and decided 
in the negative—ayes 63, noes 77. 

. | Mr. Mercer then submitted an amendment of j 
the 18th rule, so as to prefix thereto the following | 

words: “No member shall read a newspaper, | 

‘write or read a private letter, in his seat, during 

the session of the House.” 

=. This motion was opposed by Messrs. WRIGHT 
and Rupa, and negatived without a division. 

Mr. Waricut moved, as a new rule, the follow- 
ing: “ That no person shall be permitted to smoke 
a cigar in the hall nor in the outer lobby of the 
hall? This motion was also negatived without 
a division. 

_ Mr. Nexson, of Virginia, moved to reconsider 
the 82d rule, for the purpose of introducing a pro- 
position, that a motion to adjourn should not be 
in order before the hour of 4 o’clock, if any ques- 
tion should then be before the House. | 

The House agreed to reconsider, and adopted 
_the amendment as proposed. i 

Mr. Cocks moved to amend the 21st rule, so as 
to provide that no member should be allowed to 
speak more than an hour. at one time, without 
special leave of the House. 

Mr. Ross moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting after the word “speak” the words “ or 
read a speech,” so as to read—no member shall be 
allowed to speak or read a speech, more than an 
hour atone time, without special leave of the House. 
`- Mr. F. Jones, of Tennessee, opposed both the 

amendment and the amendment to the amendment. 


The question being taken upon the latter, it was 
decided in the negative; when, the question re- 
curring upon the original proposition, the same 
was also negatived. 

Mr. Mercer submitted an amendment to the 
2d rule, the purport of which was, that, after a 
subject had been under discussion for three hours 
on each day of three successive days, in the House 
or in Committee of the Whole, a motion. to ad- 
journ, or rise and report, cules the question shall 
have been decided,) should not be in order before 


-7 o'clock, P. M. 


The question was supported by the mover, and 
opposed by Mr. Rura, who concluded his remarks 
by moving to amend the amendment by striking 
out the words “7 o’clock, P. M.” and by inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “ the question is taken.” 

The motion was negatived, and the question 
recurring upon the original amendment— 

Mr. Mercer called for the yeas and nays, 
which were accordingly ordered. Some further 
remarks were made by Messrs. Bucnanan and 
Lownpes in favor of the amendment, and by 
Messrs. WRIGHT, ARCHER, F. Jounson, Mont- 
GOMERY, HARDIN, SMYTH, RHEA, and FARRELLY, 
in opomin to it, when Mr..WiLuams, of North 
Carolina, moved that the whole subject be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. TayLor contended that it was not practi- 
cable to lay on the table the original report of the 
select committee, which had been fully acted upon. 
The Camar decided that the motion was. in 
order. 
ap Wricut appealed from the decision of the 

air. 

Mr. Wiliams, of North Carolina, supported, 
and Mr. TayLor opposed the decision, when Mr. 
Wricut withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. Witurams, of North Carolina, having un- 
derstood from the Speaker that the motion to lay 
on the table would apply only to the last proposi- 
tion, withdrew the same. 

Mr. Camere _t, of Ohio, proposed to renew the 
motion, when the Speaker decided that the whole 
subject, as last proposed by Mr. MERCER, was not 
in order before the House. 

Mr. Nexson, of Virginia, then moved that the 
proviso to the 16th, and the amendment to the 17th 
rules, should not take effect until the next session 
of Congress ; but, before any decision thereon, at 
5 o'clock, the House adjourned. 


Tuuaspay, March 14. 


On motion of Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, the 
Committee on the Public Lands were instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of vesting in Alvira 
Debrel, formerly Alvira Mitchell, and, Sophia 
Hancock, formerly Sophia Mitchell, daughter of 
Samuel Mitchell, by Molly, a Choctaw woman, 
the title to five thousand one hundred and twenty 
acres of land, reserved to them by the Treaty of 
Mount Dexter, concluded between. the United 
States of America and the Choctaw nation of In- 
dians, on the 16th day of November, 1805. 

On motion of Mr. Mircuett, of South Caro- 
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lina, the Committee on Commerce were instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing bea- 
cons or buoys on the bar of the port of Georgetown, 
South Carolina, and ascertain the compensation 
for keeping the same in repair. 

Mr. Stewart submitted the following resolu- 
tion, viz: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be instructed 
to communicate to this House any information he may 
possess relative to the failures and delays of the United 
States mail between Washington city and Wheeling, 
the causes which have produced them, and the means 
of preventing them in future. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a list of 
officers of the Army of the United States who 
hold brevet commissions for gallant conduct in 
battle, and for other causes, communicated in pur- 
suance of a resolution of this House; which letter 
and list were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RANKIN, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a bill from the 
Senate, for granting to the Governor of Louisiana 
two tracts of land in the county of Point Coupee, 
in the State of Louisiana, reported the same with 
an amendment to strike out the first section of the 
bill, (which grants the site of the old fort for the 
use of a college,) and, on motion of Mr. R., the 
report was ordered to lie on the table. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. GiL- 
MER, Calling for information from the Department 
of State, relative to the titles of certain lands in 
the Mississippi Territory, which remain in that 
Department, was taken up and agreed to. 

Mr. Wa.tworts called for the consideration of 
a joint resolution, submitted by him some days 
since, proposing an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, so as to restore to the 
respective States the power of enacting bankrupt 
laws, until such time as the Congress shall estab- 
lish an uniform system of bankruptcy. 

The question of consideration was carried— 
ayes 64, noes 41. 


The resolution was then read twice, and com- | 


mitted to a Committee of the whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WairMan gave notice that he should, on 
Monday next, move that the House go into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, upon the resolution from the Senate, pro- : 


posing an amendment to the Constitution in rela- 
tion to the choice of President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, and Representatives to 
Congress. 

The unfinished business of yesterday, in rela- 
tion to the rules and orders of the House, was 


then taken up, and the question recurred upon the | 
motion of Mr. Netson, of Virginia, yesterday, ! 


proposing to postpone the operation of the rule in 
respect to the receipt of petitions, and also the rule 
for restricting the time of hearing reports, &e., 
until the next session of Congress—and, after some 
further debate, the proposition on both points was 
negatived. 

On motion of Mr. Nexson, of Virginia, it was 


ordered that the rules and regulations of the House, 
as amended, be printed. 

The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on sundry private bills. 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin Freeland and 
John M. Jenkins, being under consideration— 

Mr. Ranxin moved to strike out the first and 
only enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR suggested it to the member from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Ranxin,) as a matter of form, 
that it would be more parliamentary to move to 
strike out those words in the bill which imply 
legislation, than the first and only enacting clause. 
Mr. R. modified his motion accordingly. 

The motion to strike out was supported by the 
mover, and by Messrs. SrerLING, of New York, 
McCoy, and Cannon, and opposed by Messrs, 
Coox and BurLeER, when the question was taken 
thereon, and the motion to strike out prevailed. 

A bill for the relief of James McFarland was 
then taken up. ; 

After a few explanatory remarks, Mr. RANKIN 
moved to strike out the first enacting clause of 
| this bill also ; and supported the motion by a num- 
ber of observations. 

The motion was opposed by Mr. Coox and Mr. 
Streruine, of New York, to whom Mr. RANKIN. 
replied ; and, the question being taken, was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

; Mr. Ranxin then moved that the Committee 
| rise and report their decisions on these bills, which 
was put and lost, when a bill for the relief of Jon- 
athan N. Baily was taken up, and a few explana- 
j tory remarks were made by Mr. Smrrn, of Mary- 
land, in favor of the bill, and, after a few sugges- 
| tions by Messrs. Lownpes, McCoy, WIL.iaMs, 
| of North Carolina, and Wa.worvu, the Commit- 
tee rose and reported the bill without amendment. 
| In the House, Mr. Cook moved that the report 
| of the Committee of the Whole to strike out the 
| enacting words of the bill for the relief of Benja- 
| min Freeland and John M. Jenkins be laid on the 
i table; which was agreed to. 
| On the question of concurrence with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, in striking out the first 
, Clause of the bill for the relief of James McFarland, 
| _ Mr. CooK opposed the concurrence, and Mr. 
i Rankin and Mr. Cocke advocated it. 

| The House refused to concur with the Commit- 
i tee of the Whole—yeas 49, nays 53. 

: Mr. Ranxin then moved to recommit the bill 
¡to the Committee on Public Lands, which was 
i agreed to. The report of the Committee of the 
: Whole on the bill for the relief of Jonathan N. 
_ Baily was concurred in, and ordered to be engros- 
sed for a third readin 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 

On motion of Mr. Smrrn, of Maryland, the 
| House then resolved itself into a Committee of the 
| Whole, on “a bill to authorize the Secretary of 
; the Treasury to exchange certain stocks.” 

i, The general object of the bill was to pay off 
i the United States” stocks, bearing six and seven 
| per cent. interest at five per cent. redeemable at a 
' future period. 
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Mr. BaLtpwin moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting after the word “ thirteen ” in the 7th line, 
the words, “and also two millions of the six per 
cent. stocks of 1820.” 

Mr. Lownpes suggested that it was probable, 
from the tenor of the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that the two millions contemplated 
by the amendment would be redeemed within no 
long time, and it would therefore be inexpedient 
to continue for many years to pay interest for the 
sum when it was in our power to redeem the prin- 
cipal ; and thatthe effect of the amendment would 
naturally be to injure the public credit by carrying 
with it the impression that the Government was 
not able to#redeem that portion of the debt as 
soon as expected. 

Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, proposed to modify 
the amendment in such a manner as to leave it 
discretionary with the Executive to include the 
six per cent. of 1820, or not, as he may deem ex- 
pedient. 

This course was advocated by Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG, but the modification was not then acceded 
to by the mover, and an extensive range of debate 
ensued upon the original amendment, which was 
supporte iy tħe mover and Messrs. TRIMBLE, 
Mautary, Bucuanan, Ross, and FARRELLY, and 
opposed by Messrs. SMITH, of Maryland, COLDEN, 
Lownves, Woop, GORHAM, and Negxson, of Vir- 

inia. 
s Mr. Baupwin finally expressed his willingness 
to leave it to the Executive to include the stock of 
1820 or not, conformably to Mr. Tucxer’s pro- 
: position ; but before the question was determined, 
‘the Committee rose, reported progress, and the 
House adjourned. 


Fripay, March 15. 


Mr. Newton, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate entitled “ An act concerning the commerce 
and navigation of Florida,” reported the same 
‘without amendment, and it was committed to 
the Committee of the whole on the state of. the 
- Union. i 

Mr. Newron, of Virginia, from the Committee 
on that part of the President’s Message which 
relates to our commercial intercourse with foreign 
nations, and the various petitions on the subject 
of commercial restrictions, (so called,) made a re- 
` port, which, on motion of Mr. N., was committed, 
and, on motion of Mr. Cusuman, two thousand 
extra copies were ordered to be printed. 

This report concludes with the following reso- 
lutions: $ 

Resolved, That the act concerning navigation, passed 
the 18th of April, 1818, and the act supplementary to 
the act concerning navigation, pasétd the 15th of May, 
1820; and, also, the act laying a tonnage duty on 
French vessels, passed the 15th of May, 1820, made 
necessary to countervail the restrictive systems of 
Great Britain and France, and for the protection of 
the navigation and commerce of the United States 
` from injuries, are still, and, as Jong as those adversary 
systems shall continue, must be necessary to protect 


from injuries the same great interests, and ought not 
to be repealed. 

Resolved, That the Government of the United States, 
having uniformly declared and avowed its attachment 
to the principles of free commerce, and having, in the 
treaties which it has formed and agreed to, with for- 
eign nations, and in its relative acts, adhered to. them, 
should be the last to abandon them, and especially at 
a time when every just and enlightened nation is con- 
forming its commercial policy to an accordance ‘with 
those principles. 

Mr. SLoan, from the Committee of Elections, 
made a report on the certificates of the election of 
coe of the House ; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported a bill to make per- 
petual an act passed the 3d day of March, 1817, 
entitled “An act to continue in force an act, en- 
titled ‘An act further to provide for the collection 
of duties on imports and tonnage, passed the 3d 
day of March, 1815, and for other purposes ;” 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. Rankin, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom the subject was referred on the 
15th of December last, reported a bill providing 
for the examination of the titles to land in that 
part of the State of Louisiana, situated between 
the Rio Hondo and the Sabine river; which was. 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WiLLiams, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report on the petition of Cornelius Huson, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of Cornelius 
Huson ; which bill was read twice and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLumeR, of New Hampshire, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of James Green; which was read twice and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole. l 

The House then toak into consideration the res- 
olution submitted yesterday by Mr. STEWART, rel- 
ative to the irregularity of the Western mail, and 
adopted the same. 

On motion of Mr. Stoan, 

Resolved, That Philip Reed, who contests the 
election of Jeremiah Causden, returned a member 
of this House, be permitted to appear within the bar, 
and be heard in support of his petition during the 
discussion of the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions on said petition. 

Mr. Mercer submitted the following resolutign, 
to wit: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the stand- 
ing rules of the House: f 


After any bill or resolution shall have been debated 


for more than three hours in each of three successive 


days, either in Committee of the Whole, or in the 
House, unless such bill or resolution shall have- been 
finally disposed of, no motion for the committee to 
rise, or the House to adjourn, shall be in order before 
—— cock. 


The resolution was ordered’ to lie on the table 
one day. , 
On motion of Mr. WaLworTH, the Committee 
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on Military Affairs were instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of authorizing the President of the 
United States to deliver to Martin S. Aiken, 
Azariah C. Flagg, Ira A. Wood, and others, cer- 
tain rifles promised them by Major General Ma- 
comb, for their gallantry and patriotic services 
during the siege ot Plattsburg, in September, 1814. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill from 
the Senate, entitled “An act granting to the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Louisiana for the time being, 
and his successors in office, two tracts of land in 
the county of Point Coupee :” whereupon, it was 
ordered, that the said bill be committed to the 
Committee of the Whole, to which is committed 
the bill authorizing the State of Illinois to open a 


‘canal through the public lands in said State. 


The Speaker laid before the House a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in obedience to the 
resolution of this House of the 25th of January 
last, directing him to report the number of land 
offices in the different States and Territories, de- 
signating the number and location in each State 
and Territory, the annual expense of supporting 
the same, the amount of money received at each 
during the years 1820 and 1821, and the distance 
of the respective offices from each other; and 
whether, in his opinion, the public good requires 
the increase or diminution of said offices, or any 
alteration in the location of the same; and if any 
increase is required, in what State or Territory 
the same ought to be located ; which report was 
read and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

_An engrossed bill, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Jonathan N. Bailey,” was read the third time 
and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have pas$ed bills of the following 
titles, viz: “An act for the relief of James H. 
Clarke ;” “An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An 
act toincorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the 
United States ;” “An act supplemental to an act, 
entitled ‘An act authorizing the disposal of cer- 
tain lots of public ground in the city of New: Or- 
leans and town of Mobile ;” “An act to define 
admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ;” and “An 
act to amend the laws now in force as to the 
issuing of original writs and final process in the 
circuit courts of the United States within the State 
of Tennessee ;” in which bills they request the 
concurrence of this House. 


ALTERATION OF THE HALL. 

Mr. Buack.epvas, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, who were instructed by resolu- 
tion, “ to inquire whether such an alteration can 
be effected in the Hall now oceupied by the House 
of Representatives, as will fit it for the purpose of 
a deliberative assembly; and if this be deemed 
impracticable, whether a suitable apartment can 
be provided in the centre building of the Capitel 
for the accommodation of the House of Represen- 
tatives,” made the following report thereon, in 
part: i 

“The committee, having examined the Hall when 
empty, and observed, with as much accuracy as was prac- 


ticable, the expansion and reverberation of sound within . 
it, entertain the opinion, that the altitude and peculiar 
structure of the dome, are the principal causes which 
render sounds within the House indistinct and inau- 
gible. It would seem desirable that this opinion 
should be tested by actual experiment, so as to ascer- 
tain its foundation in fact. An experiment which, it 
is believed, may be made with very little ex pense, hag 
been proposed by the Architect, which the committee 
submit for the consideration of the House. The ex- 
periment is to be made by throwing canvass or other 
cloth across the base of the dome, at the springing of 
the arch, so as to exclude the dome. From a compu- 
tation by the Architect, it is believed the expense of 
this experiment will not exceed one hundred and fifty 
dollars. The trial may be made so as to be tested by 
the House without much loss of time, as the materials 
for making the experiment are at hand, and the Archi- 
tect will be ready to execute the work promptly. 
Should the House concur in the views of the commit- 
tee, they would recommend the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That the Architect of the Public Build- 
ings cause to be made the experiment recommended 
in the accompanying report.” 

The report being read, the question was taken 
on agreeing to the resolution therein recommended, 
and passed in the affirmative. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the report of the Committee 
of Elections, on the memorial of Philip Reéd, 
contesting the election of Jeremiah Causden, re- 
turned as one of the representatives of the present 
Congress from the State of Maryland. 


[This report, after an examination of the statements 
of the two parties, and the evidence by which they 
were sustained, comes to the following conclusion : 

“From a full, atlentive, and deliberate examination 
of the case, in dll its points and bearings, the commit- 
tee are impelled to the conclusion that the sitting mem- 
ber cannot, consistent with the Constitution of the 
United States, be allowed to retain a seat in this House, 
under the proceedings of the Governor and Council of 
Maryland. That the testimony in relation to the two 
votes rejected in district No. 1, of Kent county, proves 
that these tickets were not fraudulent, and that they 
ought to have been counted at the poll of the memo- 
rialist, for whom they were given; and that the vote 
allowed to him in district No. 2, in Cecil county, ought 
to be deducted from his poll as being clearly an illegal 
vote. Therefore, by adding to the poll of Philip Reed, 
the memorialist, two votes improperly rejected in Kent 
| county, and deducting one therefrom, for that improp- 

erly allowed in Cecil county, he will have a majority 
of one vote over the sitting member.” 

The following resolutions were submitted : 

“ Resolved, That Jeremiah Causden is not entitled to 
a seat in this House.” 

“ Resolved, That Philip Reed is entitled to a seat in 
this House.” 

But the most important part of the reasoning on 
which this report is founded, is the following : 

“The committee, being of opinion that the power 
thus virtually exercised by the Governor and Council 
of Maryland, in appointing a Representative to the 
Congress of the United States, (by casting lots where 
each of the candidates had an equal number of votes,) 
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is contrary to the express provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, and one which this House cannot sanction, have 

_ no hesitation in rejecting the official statement of the 
proceedings in the case as evidence of the right of the 
sitting member to a seat in this House.’”’] 

Thereport having been read, Mr. CauspEn rose, 
in opposition to the report of the Committee, and 
in support of his own title to his seat, and delivered 
an argumentative speech of considerable length ; 
after he concluded, 

Mr. Reep addressed the House until about a 
quarter of an hour before four o’clock, when 

Mr. Stoan moved that the Committee rise and 
report progress, which was agreed to; and then 
the House adjourned to Monday. - 


Mowpay, March 18. 


Mr. Bareman, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, who were instructed by 
: resolution, on the 11th ultimo, to inquire into the 
„practicability of facilitating the means of discov- 
ering thefts, destruction of, or opening or mutila- 
-ting letters, committed by deputy postmasters, their 
agents; and mail contractors; and, also, into the 
.propriety of enacting severer and other penalties 
‘against those who may be convicted of such of- 
fences, made a report, in part, thereon; which was 
` „read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Sreruine, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, reported a bill mak- 
ing provision for the survey and disposal of the 
public landssin the Territory of Florida; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee of 
the ‘Whole. 
oo “Mr. Wazrworrs, from the Committee on Mili- 
“tary Affairs, made a report on the petition of Ste- 

phen Howard, Jr., accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which bill was read, and committed to a 

Committee of the Whole. 

_ Mr. Mercer called for the consideration of a 
resolution laid by him on the table on Friday 
last, proposing to alter the standing rules of the 
: House, with a view to limiting the length of de- 
bates in the House. On the question being taken 
thereon, the House refused to consider the same— 
ayes 47, noes 55. 
. Mr. Cannon called for the consideration of a 
resolution submitted by him some days since, fix- 
-ing atime for the adjournment of Congress, but 
the House refused to consider the same—ayes 49, 
“noes 73. 

Mr. Tucker moved for a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken, but the House refused to recon- 
sider the same, without a division. 

Bills from phe Senate of the following titles, to 
wit: An act for the relief of James H. Clark; 

-an-act to amend the act, entitled “An act to in- 
‘corporate the subscribers to the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States ;” an act to define admiralty and mari- 
time jurisdiction; an act to amend the laws now 
in force, as to the issuing of original writs and 
final process in the circuit courts of the United 
States within the State of Tennessee; and an act 
supplemental to an act, entitled “An act authori- 


in the city of New Orleans and town of Mobile;” 
were severally read twice and referred ; the first, 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, the second, 
third, and fourth, to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and the fifth, to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 


MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. Cocke moved that the House do come to 
the following resolutions, viz: 

1. Resolved, That the act of the 2d of March, 1821) 
to reduce and fix the Military Peace Establishment of 
the United States, was not intended to authorize the 
President of the United States to dismiss officers then 
in service, and introduce others of the same grade 
into the Army. ; 

2. Resolved, That the dismission of Brevet Briga- 
dier General Daniel Bissell, Colonel of the Ist regi- 
ment of infantry, and of Joseph L. Smith, Colonel 
‘of the 3d regiment of infantry, as supernumerary, 
and the creation of three new Colonels, to wit: Tow- 
son, Fenwick, and Butler, on the Ist day of June, 
‘1821, was not authorized by the terms or by the spirit 
of the act of the 2d of March, 1821. 

3. Resolved, That the appointment of Colonel 
James Gadsden to the office of Adjutant General of 
the United States Army, and the dismission of Colo- 
nels Butler and Jones from that office, was not justi- 
fied by the act of the 2d of March, 1821. 

4, Resolved, That the transfer of Lieutenant Colonel 
Lindsay from the seventh regiment of infantry to the 
third regiment of artillery, after the Ist of June, 
1821, was contrary to the regulations for the govern- 
ment of the Army of the United States, and not au- 
thorized by the terms or spirit of the act of the 2d of 
March, 1821. 

5. Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress, upon 
national principles and considerations, to protect each 
officer and soldier of the Army in the enjoyment of 
his legal and Constitutional rights. 


Mr. Cocke thought that the subject embraced 
by the resolutions was one which involved the 
interest of the country, and he therefore moved 
that they be laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. Wricut said the House had business 
enough before it to occupy its time without inter- 
fering with the appropriate business of the other 
branch of the Legislature, which he thought the 
resolution was calculated to do. He wished each 
planet’ in our system to keep within its proper 
sphere and move in its assigned orbit, and he did 
not feel willing to become an organ of censure to 
another body. 

The Speaker remarked that the motion to lay 
on the table was not debateable, and was about to 
put the question, when 

Mr. Cocke expressed an opinion that he had a 
right to lay a resolution on the table, and that 
such was the course he had originally proposed. 

Mr. Watworts observed that the subject em- 
braced by the resolution was now before the Mili- 
tary Committee, and he believed a member of it 
was at that moment employed in drawing a re- 
port upon it. ‘ : 

The SPEAKER observed that he thought it was 
proper on this occasion to put the question of con- 


zing the disposal of certain lots of public ground | sideration, and he was about to put the question, 
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whether the House would now consider the reso- 
lutions; when i 

Mr. Cocrge inquired by what rule he was de- 
prived of the right to lay a resolution on the 
table ? 

The Speaxer referred to the rule of the House, 
that, “when any motion or proposition is made, 
the question, ‘ Will the House now consider it ? 
shall not be put, unless it is demanded by some 
member, or is deemed necessary. by the Speaker”— 
and the question of consideration was then put, 
and carried—ayes 62, noes 55. 

Mr. Cocke then renewed his original motion 
that the resolution be laid on the table and print- 
ed; which was carried without a division. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House then went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the unfinished business of Friday last 
—the contested election of Mr. REED, and Mf. 
CAUSDEN. 

Mr. REED resumed his remarks in support of his 
memorial and his claim to a seat in the House, and 
occupied the floor about an hour; when 
: Mr. Causpen made a reply at considerable 
ength. 

Mr. SLoan, (chairman of the Committee of 
Elections, who reported the bill,) explained the 
views of the committee in arriving at the con- 
clusion they had expressed to the House. 

The question was further debated by Mr. Ep- 
warps, of North Carolina, Mr. Wricut, and Mr. 
Wa .wor Tu, in support of the resolutions presented 
by the committee, and virtually in favor of the 
eliit of General Reed, and by Mr. Moors, of 
Virginia, in opposition to them ; when, at 4 o’clock, 
the question was taken upon the 1st resolution 
“that Jeremiah Causden is not entitled to a seat in 
the House,” and decided in affirmance of the same 
—ayes 92. , 

Mr. F. Jounson, of Kentucky, inquired, whe- 
ther this decision would involve a determination of 
the 2d resolution, or whether it would not again 
send the election back to the people? Before a 
distinct reply was made to the question— 

Mr. Taytor moved to amend the 2d resolution 
as reported by the committee, (in relation to the 
right of General Reed to a seat) by inserting the 
word “not” between the word “is” and the word 
“entitled,” thereby negativing the title of either to 
a seat. 

The question was taken thereon, and carried— 
ayes 72, nays 63. 

On motion of Mr. Tay.or, the Committee then 
rose, and reported the resolution as amended. 

In the House, the question was upon a concur- 
rence with the report of the Committee of the 
Whole; when 

Mr. WRIGAT, in a speech of some length, con- 
tended that it was not competent for the House to 
send the election back to the people, without a 
simultaneous declaration, that they found the votes 
to be equal in favor of the respective candidates. 
Further remarks were made on the subject by 
Messrs. Arncuer, Neate, Mauiary, F. Jonnson, 
Water, Bucuanan, F. Jones, and Cannon; 


when the question was taken upon concurrence 
with the Committee of the Whole in their amend- 
ment of the second resolution, denying the right of 
General Reed to theseat he claims; and the votes 
were, yeas 73, nays 71, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Baldwin, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Basg- 
sett, Bateman, Baylies, Bigelow, Borland, Brown, 
Burrows, Butler, Campbell of New York, Cannon, 
Cocke, Colden, Conkling, Conner, Cuthbert, Darling- 
ton, Denison, Dickinson, Durfee, Dwight, Edwards of 
Connecticut, Farrelly, Findlay, Fuller, Garnett, Geb- 
hard, Gist, Harvey, Jackson, F. Johnson, J. 'T. John- 
son, J. S. Johnston, Kent, Kirkland, Lathrop, Left- 
wich, Little, Lowndes, McCarty, McCoy, Mallary, 
Matlack, Matson, Mercer, Mitchell of South Carolina, 
Moore of Virginia, Phillips, Plumer of New Hampshire, 
Rankin, Rhea, Rochester, Ruggles, Russ, Sawyer, 
Arthur Smith, Spencer, Sterling of New York, Ste» 
venson, Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, Tracy, Tucker of 
South Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Upham, Whip- 
ple, Williams of Virginia, Wilson, Woodcock, and 
Wright. 

Nays——Messrs. Allen of Massachusetts, Allen of 
Tennessee, Archer, Barber of Connecticut, Bayly, 
Blackledge, Blair, Buchanan, Burton, Campbell of 
Ohio, Cassedy, Chambers, Condict, Crafts, Cushman, 
Dane, Eddy, Edwards of Pennsylvania, Edwards of 
North Carolina, Eustis, Gross, Hardin, Herrick, Hill, 
Hobart, Hooks, Jones of Virginia, Jones of Tennessee, 
Keyes, Lincoln, Litchfield, Long, McSherry, Mattocks, 
Milnor, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Moore of Pennsyl- 
vania, Murray, Neale, Nelson of Massachusets, Pat- 
terson of Pennsylvania, Pierson, Pitcher, Plumer of 
Pennsylvania, Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of Geor- 
gia, Rich, Rogers, Ross, Russell, Sloan, S. Smith, 
W.Szmith, J. S. Smith, Sterling of Connecticut, Stew- 
art, Stoddard, Swan, Swearingen, Thompson, Vance, 
Van Wyck, Walker, Walworth, White, Whitman, 
Williams of North Carolina, Williamson, Wood, Wood- 
son, and Worman. , 

Mr. TAYLOR observed, that the vote being so 
nearly equal, and so many members absent, he 
thought it but justice that the ultimate question 
should be taken in a more full House—and, on his 
motion, at half past 5 o’clock, the House adjourned. 


Tuespay, March 19. 


Mr. Newron, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of the 
North River Steamboat Company, and the Ful- 
ton Steamboat Company, reported a bill granting 
certain privileges to steamships and vessels, owned 
by incorporated companies; which was read twice, 
and ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Ruea, from the Committee on Pensions 
and Revolutionary Claims, made an unfavorable 
report on the memorial of Sarah Easton and Doro- 
thy Storer, representatives of Colonel Robert Han- 
son Harrison, deceased, secretary and aid-de-camp 
to General Washington, in the Revolutionary 
vars which was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. Rangin, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill providing for recording and 
examining titles and claims to land in the Terri- 
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tory of Florida ; which was read twice, and com-! Mr. Mercer called for the consideration of a 
mitted to the Committee of the whole House, to | resolution laid on the table by him, on Friday 
which is committed the bill requiring Surveyors | last, proposing an alteration of the standing rules 
General to give bond and security for the faithful | of the House intended to limit the extent of de- 


application of public moneys. ! P 
Mr. Ranxin, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the Senate, entitled 


“An act supplementary to the several acts, for ad- | 


justing the claims to lands and establishing land 
offices in the districts east of the island of New 
Orleans,” reported the same without amendment, 
and it was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. Smits, of Maryland, submitted to the House 
a copy of an.act of the General Assembly of the 
State of Maryland, entitled “An act relative to 
the road made by the United States, from Cum- 
berland on the Potomac river, to or near Wheel- 
ing, on the Ohio river;” which was referred to 
the Committee of the whole House to which is 
committed the bill for the preservation and repair 
of the Cumberland road. 

On motion of Mr. Hatt, the Committee on the 
Judiciary were instructed to inquire into the pro- 


priety of repealing the act of 1813, to encourage | 


vaccination, and if, on inquiry, it shall seem pro- 
per, that they report a bill to that effect. 

Mr. STERLING, of New York, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to communicate to this House the items of 
the incidental expenses incurred in the Land Offices 
of St. Louis, Franklin, Huntsville, and Cahaba, for 
the year 1820, and the three first quarters of the year 
1821. + 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table 
one day. 

A Message received yesterday from the Presi- 
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES, was read, and is 
as follows: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States - 

T lay before the House of Representatives the copy 
of a-supplementary report made by William Lambert, 
in relation to the longitude of the Capitol from Green- 
wich, in pursuance of a joint resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress of the 3d of March, 1821, and I 
subjoin an extract from the letter of Mr. Lambert sub- 
mitting that report. 

JAMES MONROE. 

Wasuineton, March 12, 1822. i 


The Message and documents were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The Sreaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
statement exhibiting the amount of drawback pay- 
able on merchandise exported from the United 
States during the year ending on the 31st day of 
December, 1818, 1819, and 1820, compared ,with 
the amount of duties which accrued on the same, 
respectively ; which letter and statement were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Tucxer, of South Carolina, called for the 
consideration of the joint resolution from the Sen- 
ate fixing a time for the adjournment of Congress ; 
but the House refused to consider the same—ayes 

_ 47, noes 67. 
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: bate; but the House refused to consider the same 
i by a large majority. 
| SOUTH AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE.’ 


Mr. RussELL, from the Committee on Foreign 
t s + = 5 
; Relations, to which was referred the Message 
| from the President of the United States, concern- 
| ing the recognition of the independence of the late 
Spanish provinces in America, made report there- 
‘on; which was read and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the whole House on the state of the 
Union; and five thousand copies thereof ordered 
to be printed for the use of the members of this 
House, in addition to the usual number.—T he re- 
port is as follows: 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which were 

: referred the Message of the President, concerning the 
| recognition of the late Spanish provinces in America, 
i and the documents therewith communicated, having 
‘examined the same with the most profound atten- 
! tion, unanimously report: 
That the provinces of Buenos Ayres, after having, 
i from the year 1810, proceeded in their revolutionary 
| Movements without any obstacle from the Government 
| of Spain, formally declared their independence of that 
| Government, in 1816, After various intestine com- 
motions, and external collisions, those provinces now 
| enjoy domestic tranquillity, and good understanding 
i with all their neighbors; and actually exercise, with- 
i out opposition from within, or the fear of annoyance 
from without, all the attributes of sovereignty. 
| The provinces of Venezuela and New Granada, 
| after having, separately, declared their independence, 
| sustained, for a period of more than ten years, a des- 
| olating war against the armies of Spain, and having 
| severally, attained, by their triumph over those armies, 

the object for which they contended, united them- 
i selves, on the 19th of December, 1819, in one nation, 
| under the title of “ the Republic of Colombia.” 

The Republic of Colombia has now a well organ- 

ized Government, instituted by the free will of its 

| 


i 


citizens, and exercises all the functions of sovereignty, 
fearless alike of internal and foreign enemies. The 
small remnant of the numerous armies commissioned 
to preserve the supremacy of the parent State, is now 
blockaded, in two fortresses, where it is innoxious, and 
where, deprived as it is, of hope of succor, it must 
soon surrender at discretion; when this event shall 
have occurred, there will not remain a vestige of for- 
eign power in all that immense Republic, containing 
between three and four millions of inhabitants. 

The province of Chili, since it declared its indepen- 
dence, in the year 1818, has been in the constant and 
unmolested enjoyment of the sovereignty which it 
then assumed. : 

The province of Peru, situated like Chili, beyond 
the Andes, and bordering on the Pacific ocean, was, 
for along time deterred from. making any effectual 
effort for independence, by the presence of an impos- 
ing military force, which Spain had kept upin that 
country. It was not, therefore, until the 12th of June 
of the last year, that its capital, the city.of Lima, ca- 
pitulated to an army, chiefly composed of troops from 
Buenos Ayres and Chili, under the command of Gen- 
eral San Martin. The greatest part of the royal troops 
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which escaped on that occasion, retreated to the moun- 
tains, but soon left them to return to the coast, there 
to join the royal garrison in the fortress of Callao. 
The surrender of that fortress, soon after, to the 
Americans, may be regarded as the termination of the 
war in that quarter. , 

When the people of Peru found themselves, by this 
event, free to express their will, they most unequivo- 
cally expressed in favor of independence, and with an 
unanimity and enthusiasm which have no where been 
excelled. p 

The revolution in Mexico has been somewhat dif- 
ferent in its character and progress, from the revolu- 
tions in the other Spanish American provinces, and 
its result, in respect to the organization of its internal 
government, has, also, not been precisely the same. 
Independence, however, has been as emphatically de- 
clared and as practically established, since the 24th of 
August last, by the “ Mexican Empire,” as ever it has 
been by the Republics of the South; and her ge- 
ographical situation, her population and her resources, 
eminently qualify her to maintain the independence 
which she has thus declared, and now actually enjoys, 

Such are the facts which have occupied the atten- 
tion of your committee, and which, in their opinion, 
irresistibly prove, that the nations of Mexico, Colom- 
bia, Buenos Ayres, Peru, and Chili, in Spanish Amer- 
ica, are in fact independent. 

It now remains for your committee to examine the 
tight and the expediency, on the part of the United 
States, of recognising the independence which those 
nations have thus effectually achieved. 

In this examination, it cannot be necessary to in- 
quire into the right of the people of Spanish America 
“to dissolve the political bands which have connected 
them with another, and to assume, among the Powers 
of the earth, that separate and equal station to which 
the laws of nature and of nature’s God entitle them.” 
The right to change the political institutions of the 
State has, indeed, been exercised equally by Spain 
and by her colonies; and for us to deny to the people 
of Spanish America the right to independence, on the 
principles which alone sanction it here, would be vir- 
tually to renounce our own. 


The political right of this nation to acknowledge 
their independence, without offending others, does 
not depend on its justice, but on its actual establish- 
ment. To justify such a recognition, by us, it is ne- 
cessary only to show, as is already sufficiently shown, 
that the people of Spanish America are, within their 
respective limits, exclusively sovereign; and thus, in 
fact, independent. With them, as with every other 
Government possessing and exercising the power of 
making war, the United States, in common with all 
nations, have the right of concerting the terms of mu- 
tual peace and intercourse. 

Who is the rightful sovereign of a country, is not 
an inquiry permitted to foreign nations, to whom it is 

- competent only to treat with “ the powers that be.” 

There is no difference in opinion, on this point, 
among the writers on public law; and no diversity, 
with respect to it, in the practice of civilized nations. 
It is not necessary, here, to cite authority for a doc- 
trine familiar to all who paid the slightest attention to 

. the subject; nor to go back, for its practical illustra- 
tion, to the civil wars between the houses of York and 
Lancaster. Long since, the chiefs of those conflicting 
houses alternately triumphed and ruled, and were 
alternately obeyed at home and recognised abroad, 


according as they, successively, exercised the power, 
without demonstrating the right—monarchies have 
become commonwealths or republics, and powerful 
usurpers have been recognised by foreign nations, in 
preference to legitimate and powerless pretenders, 
Modern history is replete with instances in point, 
Have we not, indeed, within the brief period of our 
own remembrance, beheld governments vary their 
forms, and change their rulers, according to the pre- 
vailing power or passion of the moment, and doing so 
in virtue of the principle now in question, without 
materially and lastingly affecting their relations with 
other governments? Have we not seen the emperors 
and kings of yesterday receive, on the thrones of ex- 
iled sovereigns, who claimed the right to reign there, 
the friendly embassies of other Powers, with whom 
those exiled sovereigns had sought an asylum—and 
have we not seen to-day those emperors and kings, 
thus courted and recognised yesterday, reft of their 
sceptres, and, from a mere change of circumstances, 
not of right, treated as usurpers by their successors, 
who, in their turn, have been acknowledged and 
caressed by the same foreign Powers? 


The peace of the world, and the independence of 
every member of the great political family, require 
that each should be the exclusive judge of its own in- 
ternal proceedings, and that the fact alone should be 
regarded by foreign nations. ‘‘ Even when civil war 
breaks the bonds of society and of government, or, at 
least, suspends their force and effect, it gives birth in 
the nation to two independent parties, who regard 
each other as enemies, and acknowledge no common 
judge.” It is of necessity, therefore, that these two 
parties should be considered, by foreign States, as two 
distinct and independent nations. To consider or 
treat them otherwise, would be to interfere in their 
domestic concerns, to deny them the right to manage 
their own affairs in their own way, and to violate the 
essential attributes of their respective sovereignty. 
For a nation to be entitled, in respect to foreign 
States, to the enjoyment of these attributes, “and to 
figure directly in the great political society, it is suffi- 
cient that it is really sovereign and independent: that 
is, that it governs itself by its own authority and laws.” 
The people of Spanish America do, notoriously, so 
govern themselves, and the right of the United States 
to recognise the governments, which they have insti- 
tuted, is incontestible. A doubt of the expedjency of 
such a recognition can be suggested only by the ap- 
prekension that it may injuriously affect our peaceful 
and friendly relations with the nations of the other 
hemisphere. 


Can such an apprehension be well founded ? 

Have not all those nations practically sanctioned, 
within the last thirty years, the very principle on 
which we now propose to act; or have they ever com- 
plained of one another, or of us, for acting on that 
principle ? 

No nation of Europe, excepting Spain herself, has, 
hitherto, opposed force to the independence of Spanish 
America. Some of those nations have not only con- 
stantly maintained commercial and friendly intercourse 
with them, in every stage of the Revolution, but indi- 
rectly and efficiently, though not avowedly, aided them 
in the prosecution of their great object. To these the 
acknowledgment, by the United States, of the attain- 
ment of that object, must be satisfactory. 

To the other nations of Europe, who have regarded 
the events occurring in Spanish America, not only 
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-without interference, but with apparent indifference, 
such an acknowledgment ought not to be offensive. 
The nations who have thus respectively favored, or 

‘never opposed, the Spanish American people during 
their active struggle for independence, cannot, it is be- 
lieved, regard with dissatisfaction the formal recognition 
-of that independence by a nation, which, while that 
: struggle lasted, has religiously observed, towards both 

the conflicting parties, all the duties of neutrality. 

Your committee are therefore of opinion, that we have 
a right, on this occasion, confidently to expect, from 
what these nations have done or forborne to do, dur- 
ing the various fortunes of the civil war which has 
terminated, that they will frankly approve the course 
of: policy which the United States may now think 
proper to adopt in relation to the successful party-in 
that war. It surely cannot be reasonably apprehended, 
that nations who have thus been the tranquil specta~ 
dors, the apparent well-wishers, if not the efficient sup- 
‘porters, of this party, and who have not made the 
< faintest attempt to arrest its progress, or to prevent its 
success, should be displeased with a third Power, for 
‘merely recognising the Governments which, owing to 
that success, have thus been virtually permitted, or 
impliedly approved, in acquiring the undisputed and 
exclusive control of the countries in which they are 
established. Itis therefore on the consistency as well 
as on the justice of these nations of Europe, that we 
may confidently rely, that the simple recognition, on 
the part of the United States, of the necessary effect 
of what has already been done, will not be considered 
as a just cause of complaint against them; while the 
interested and immediate agents, who have been di- 
rectly and actively engaged in producing that effect, 
ave neither been opposed nor censured. 
‘Your committee, therefore, instead of seriously ap- 
‘prehending that the recognition, by the United States, 
of the independence of Spanish America, will be un- 
` acceptable to these nations, are not without hope that 
, they may practically approve it, by severally adopting. 
«a similar measure. It is not, indeed, unreasonable to 
suppose, that those Governments have, like this, waited 
only for the evidence of facts which might not only 
‘suffice to justify them, under the laws and usages of 
nations, but to satisfy Spain herself, that nothing has 
been prematurely done, or which could. justly offend 
her feelings, or be considered as inconsistent with her 
rights. As their motives for not having hitherto rec- 
egnised the independence of Spanish America, may 
hus be supposed to have been analogous to our own, 
tis permitted to presume that the facts and reasons 
which have prevailed on us no longer to hesitate, will, 
confirmed as they are by our example, have a like in- 
fluence on them. l 

No nation can entertain a more sinvere deference 

for the feelings of Spain, or take a more lively interest 
in her welfare, than the United States. It is to this 
deference, too evident to be doubted or misunderstood, 
that ought to be ascribed the hesitation of this Gov- 
ernment, until now, to yield to the claims of Spanish 
America, although these claims were in perfect ac- 
cordance with our own principles, feelings, and inter- 
ests. Having thus forborne to act, even at the hazard 
of having those principles and feelings misunderstood 
‘on this side of the Atlantic, we have, as your commit- 
tee believe, given at once satisfactory proof of our dis- 
interestedness and moderation ; and of our scrupulous 
respect to the principle which leaves the political in- 
stitations of every foreign State to be directed by its 
own view of its own rights and interests. 


Your committee have been particularly anxious. to 
show, in a manner satisfactory. to Spain herself, that 
the measure which this Government now proposes to 
adopt, has been considered with the most respectfal 
attention, both in relation to her-rights and to her 
feelings. ‘ 

It is not on the laws and usages of nations, or on 
the practice of Spain herself on like occasions, that 
your committee have relied for our justification to- 
wards her. : 

The fact that, for the last three years, she has. no 
sent a single company of troops against her transat- 
lantic colonies, has not been used as evidence of their 
actual independence, or of her want of power to op- 
pose it. This fact, explained as it is, by the public 
acts of Spain herself, is regarded by your committee 
as evidence only of her policy. 

The last troops collected at Cadiz, in 1819, which 
were destined to suppress the revolutionary movements 
in Spanish America, not only rejected that service, 
but joined in the revolution, which has since proved 
successful in Spain itself. The declaration of the 
leaders in that revolution was, that “ Spanish America 
had a right to be free, and that Spain should be free.” 
Although the constitution, which was re-established 
by that revolution, guarantied the integrity of the 
Spanish dominions, yet the principles on which that 
constitution was founded seem to discountenance the ` 
employment of force for the accomplishment of that 
object, in contempt of the equal rights and declared will 
of the American portion of the Spanish people.. The 
conduct of the Government, organized under that con- 
stitution, has uniformly been, in this respect, in con- 
formity to those principles. Since its existence, there 
has not been even a proposal by that Government to 
employ force for the subjugation of the American 
provinces, but merely recommendations of conciliatory 
measures for their pacification. 

The answer of the Cortes, on the 10th of July, 1820, 
to the address of the King, furnishes conclusive proof 
of this policy. ; 

«The intimate union,” says this answer, ‘of the 
Cortes with your Majesty ; the re-establishment of the 
constitution; the faithful performance of promises, 
depriving malevolence of all pretext, will facilitate the 
pacification of the ultra marine provinces, which are 
in a state of agitation and dissension. The Cortes, on 
its part, will omit no opportunity to propose and adopt 
measures necessary for the observance of the consti- 
tution and restoration of tranquillity in those coun- 
tries, to the end that the Spain of both worlds may 
thus form a single and happy family.” 

Although the ultra marine provinces are not here 
encouraged to expect absolute independence, yet they 
are no longer treated as vassal colonies, or threatened 
with subjugation, but are actually recognised as bro- 
thers in the great constitutional and free family of 
Spain. 

A report made to the Cortes on the 24th of June, 
1821, by a committee appointed by that body, not.only 
manifestly corroborates the policy above stated, but 
sufficiently intimates that the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of Spanish America by Spain herself had 
nearly been the measure recommended by that com- 
mittee. i a 

That report avers that “ tranquillity is not sufficent, 
even if it should extend throughout America, with a 
prospect of permanency. No; it falls short of the wishes 
of the friends of humanity.” ; Je 

In speaking of the measure demanded by the crisis, if 
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says, that this measure was not only warmly approved by | 


the committee, but at first entirely assented to by the 
Ministers with whom it had been discussed, and failed 
only to be proposed to the Cortes “ by these Minis- 
ters having, on account of peculiar occurrences, sus- 
pended their judgment.” It speaks of this measure as 
indicative of a new and glorious resolution ; that it 
was demanded by America and the true interests of 
the Peninsula; that from it Spain might reap advan- 
tages which otherwise she could never expect ; and 
that the ties of kindred and the uniformity of religion, 
with commercial relations, and those emanating from 
free institutions, would be the surest pledge of mutual 
harmony and close union. À 

Your committee do not feel themselves authorized 
to say positively what that measure was, but they do 
not hesitate to declare their entire conviction that no 
measure short of a full recognition of unconditional 
independence, could have deserved the character nor 
been capable of producing the effects ascribed to it. 

It is therefore sufficiently manifest that Spain, far 
from wishing to call into action her means of prose- 
cuting hostilities against the people of Spanish Amer- 
ica, has renounced even the feelings of an enemy 
towards them, and but for “ peculiar occurrences” had 
been prepared nearly a year ago to consent to their 
independence. 
` She has not only practically discontinued, and even 
emphatically deprecated, the employment of force to 
restore tranquillity to Spanish America, but she has 
declared that even universal and permanent tranquil- 


lity there “ falls short of the wishes of the friends of 


humanity.” 
While she appeals to the ties of kindred,” she un- 


doubtedly feels them; and if she has not abandoned | 


her desire, so often avowed, of mere constitutional 
union and equal commercial intercourse with her for- 
mer colonies, as between provinces of the same empire, 
a union and an intercourse which intervening Andes 
and oceans seem to render highly inconvenient, if not 
utterly impracticable, she evidently refers the accom- 
plishment of this desire to the unawed deliberations 
and to the congenial and kindred feelings of the people 
of those colonies, and thus substantially acknowledges 
their independence. 

Whatever may be the policy of Spain, however, in 
respect to her former American colonies, our recogni- 
tion of their independence can neither affect her rights 
nor impair her means in the accomplishment of that 
policy. We cannot. for this be justly accused of aid- 
ing in the attainment of an independence which has 
already been established without our assistance. Be- 
sides, our recognition must necessarily be co-existent 
with the fact on which it is founded, and cannet 
survive it. While the nationsof Spanish America are 
actually independent, it is simply to speak the truth 
to acknowledge them to be so. 

Should Spain, contrary to her avowed principles 
and acknowledged interests, renew the war for the 
conquest of South America, we shall indeed regret it; 
but we shall observe, as we have -done between the 
independent parties, an honest and impartial neutral- 
ity. But onthe other hand should Spain, faithful to 
her own glory and Prosperity, consent that her off- 
spting in the New World should enjoy the right of 
self-government equally with their brethren in the Old, 
we shall sincerely rejoice; and we shall cherish with 
equal satisfaction, and cultivate with 


the friendship of regenerated Spain and of emancipated 
America. - 


equal assiduity, 


Your committee, in justice to their own feelings and 

| to the feelings of their fellow-citizens, have made this 

: declaration without disguise; and they trust that the 

| uniform character and conduct of this people will save 

| it from all liability to misinterpretation. 

Happy in our own institutions, we claim no privi- 
lege ; we indulge no ambition to extend them to other 
nations: we admit the equal rights of all nations to 

form their own Governments and to administer their 
own internal affairs as they may judge proper; and 

| however they may in these respects differ from us, we 
| do not on that account regard with the less satisfac- 
tion their tranquillity and happiness. 

Your committee, having thus considered the subject 
referred to them in all its aspects, are unanimously of 
opinion that it is just and expedient to acknowledge 
the independence of the several nations of Spanish 
America, without any reference to the diversity in the 
forms of their governments; and, in accordance with 
this opinion, they respectfully submit the following 
resolutions : 

! Resolved, That the House of Representatives concur 
in the opinion expressed by the President in his Mes- 
sage of the 8th of March, 1822, that the American 
provinces of Spain which have declared their indepen- 

| dence, and are in the enjoyment of it, ought to be 

j recognised by the United States as independent 
nations. 

| Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 

| be instructed to report a bill appropriating a sum, not 

H exceeding one hundred thousand dollars, to enable the 

| President of the United States to give due effect to 

such recognition. 


[TRA Ns LATON] 


| Extract from the report of the Committee lof the 
| Spanish Cortes] to whom was referred the disturb- 
ances in the American provinces, with instructions 

| to prepare measures for their general pacification. 
: Still New Spain, or rather the whole of the Span- 
ish provinces in North America, having almost entirely 
į returned to a state of tranquillity, at that period so 
i desolating a war was terminated; while, on the other 
; hand, a considerable part of Peru constantly adhered 
| to Spain, as has also been the case with Cuba and the 
| other islands. Thus, while on the Main, in Buenos 
| Ayres, and in Chili, the afflicting spectacle was beheld 
! of Spanish and American blood being shed by the very 
| hands which had the greatest interest in its preserva- 
, Jon—the most important part of Spanish America re- 
; mained free from so many calamities. But this tran- 
| quillity is not sufficient, even if it should extend 
: throughout America with a Prospect of permanency. 
No! it falls short of the wishes of the friends of hu- 
,manity. Itis necessary that America should build 
hess upon a solid foundation, so that, far from 


' her happi 
| counteracting, she may contribute to the prosperity of ` 


| Europe. 


| “ Your committee, persuaded of this truth, discussed 
, in their several sittings the questions which appeared 
i Most proper to attain the grand object we all have in 
; view. These were examined in conjunction with His 
; Majesty’s Ministers, who, in the beginning, entirely 
| coincided in the general opinion prevailing in the 
; committee, but were subsequently induced, by peculiar 
: occurrences, to suspend their judgment, believing that 
‘public opinion was not yet prepared for a final deci- 
, Sion. In this situation your committee are unable to 
. bring forward any formal proposition, inasmuch as it 


belongs to the Government to determine the matter of 
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fact, that is to say, as to the expediency and urgency | 
of certain measures; and the Cabinet not thinking | 
that moment yet arrived, nothing now remains to your 

committee but strongly to recommend to Ministers | 
the acceleration of so desirable a moment. This is! 
loudly called for by justice; it is demanded by the un- | 
certain and precarious fate of so many European 

Spaniards settled in those countries; it is demanded 

by the natives themselves, and the different classes 

who have so gallantly supported the cause of the me- 

tropolis; in fine, it is demanded by America and the | 
true interests of the Peninsula—the prosperity of the | 
former resting in the restoration of tranquillity, which | 
will prove a source of incalculable benefit to her; and | 
that of the latter in not being obstructed in her pro- 
gress, by having her councils distracted by cares created | 
by the deplorable situation of those distinct climes. 

The lights of the age and a wise policy ought to guide 

the Government in forming so new and so glorious.a 

resolution. 

« Your committee, fully sensible of the greatness of 
the subject, and believing that their decision will, per- 
haps, affect the interests of the whole world, would 
wish to impress upon the minds of all Spaniards this, 
their firm conviction, that they might all contribute to 
the completion of so great a work. Spain would reap 
advantages which otherwise she can never expect; 
and the ties of kindred, and the uniformity of religion, 
together with commercial relations, and those emana- 
ting from free institutions, would be the surest pledge 
of mutual harmony and close union. Your commit- 
tee, therefore, not being able alone to come to any 
determination, content themselves with simply propos- 
ing that Ministers be urged to lay before the Cortes; 
with the least possible delay, the fundamental basis of 
such measures as they may deem advisable and just, 
both for the complete pacification of the distracted | 
provinces of America, and to secure to them all solid | 
and lasting happiness.” | 


CONTESTED ELECTION. | 

The House then went into consideration of the | 
unfinished business of yesterday, (the contested 
election of Messrs. Causden and Reed.) 

The question was first taken upon concurrence 
with the Committee of the Whole in their agree- 
nent to the first resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee of Elections, viz: “That Jeremiah Causden 
is not entitled toa seat in the House,” and the 
same was affirmed, ayes 91, noes 27. | 
The question was then about to be put on agree- 


ing to the other resolution reported by the com- 
mittee, as yesterday amended, so as to declare that 
Mr. Reep is not entitled to a seat. 

Mr. Wricnr moved a reconsideration of the 
vote taken yesterday, denying the right of General 
Reed to a seat in the House; and, the question 
being taken thereon, the reconsideration was re- 
` fused—ayes 66, noes 68. 
` Mr. Cuampers moved to amend the resolution 
as. amended in Committee of the Whole, by in- 
serting, in lieu thereof, after the word “resolved” 
‘the following words—*that Jeremiah Causden 
and Philip Reed having an equal number of votes, 
therefore, Philip Reed is not entitled to a seat in 
this House.” 

Mr. Coupen and Mr. EDWARDS of North Caro- 
lina opposed the amendment, and, the question 


being taken thereon, the same was negatived with~ 
out a division. f 

The question then recurring upon the second 
resolution as amended and reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

Mr. Wituiams, of North Carolina, and Mr. 
Woop opposed ‘the same, and Messrs. RHEA, F. 
Jounson, and Barrer of Ohio, supported it; 
when, on motion of Mr. Wituiams of North Car- 
olina, the yeas and nays were ordered, and the 
question being so taken, stood—yeas 74, nays 75, 
as follows: 


YVeas—Messrs. Baldwin, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Bas- 


| sett, Bateman, Bigelow, Borland, Brown, Butler, 


Campbell of New York, Cannon Cocke, Colden, 
Conkling, Conner, Cook, Cuthbert, Darlington, Den- 
ison, Dickinson, Dwight, Edwards of Connecticut, 
Farrelly, Findlay, Fuller, Garnett, Gebhard, Gilmer, 
Gist, Gorham, Harvey, Hawks, Jackson, F, Johnson, 
J.T. Johnson, J. S. Johnston, Kent, Kirkland, La- 
throp, Leftwich, Little, Lowndes, McCarty, McCoy, 
Mallary, Matlack, Matson, Metcalf, Mitchell of South 
Carolina, Moore of Virginia, New, Newton, Over- 
street, Phillips, Plumer of New Hampshire, Rankin, 
Rhea, Russ, Sawyer, Arthur Smith, Spencer, Sterling 
of New York, Stevenson, Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, 
Tracy, Trimble, Tucker of South Carolina, Tucker 
of Virginia, Upham, Whipple, Williams of Virginia, 
and Woodcock. ` 

Nays—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Massachusetts, 
Barber of- Connecticut, Bayly, Blackledge, Blair, 
Buchanan, Burton, Campbell of Ohio, Cassedy, Cham- 
bers, Condict, Crafts, Cushman, Dane, Eddy, Ed- 
wards of Pennsylvania, Edwards of North Carolina, 


Hall, Hendricks, Herrick, Hill, Hubbard, Hooks, 
Jones of Virginia, Jones of Tennessee, Keyes, Line 
coln, Litchfield, Long, McLane, McNeill, McSherry, 


Mattocks, Milnor, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Moore 

f Pennsylvania, Moore of Alabama, Morgan, Murray, 
Neale, Nelson of Massachusetts, Patterson of Penn- 
sylvania, Pierson, Pitcher, Plumer of Pennsylvania, 
Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of Georgia, Rich, Rogers, 
Ross, Russell, Sanders, Sloan, S: Smith, J. S. Smith, 
Sterling of Connecticut, Stewart, Stoddard, Swan, 
Swearingen, Thompson, Vance, Van Rennselaer, Van 
Wyck, Walker, Walworth, White, Whitman, Wil- 
liams of North Carolina, Williamson, Wood, Wood- 
son, Worman, and Wright. : 


The Speaker, under the rule of the House— 
“that, in all cases of ballot by the House, the 
Speaker shall vote; in other cases he shall not 
vote, unless the House be equally divided, or un- 
less his vote, if given to the minority, will make 
the division equal; and, in case of such equal. di- 
vision, the question shall be lost”—-voted in the 
affirmative, which made an equality of votes upon 
the proposition before the House. The effect of 
this vote was decided by the Chair to be, that the 
affirmative proposition, viz: Philip Reed is not en- 
titled. to a seat in this House, was lost, and<was 
equivalent to a determination in the affirmative 
of the original proposition of the Committee of 
Elections in favor of Mr. Reed. Seah! 

Mr. BaLpwin appealed from the-decision of the 
Chair, and on that question the mover and Messrs. 
Smura of Maryland, RHEA, FARRELLY, GORHAM, 
WALWORTH, LOWNDES, WRIGHT, ARCHER, Ross, 
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LITTLE, WHITMAN, CAMPBELL of Ohio, STEVEN- 
son, Tucker of Virginia, MONTGOMERY, and 
SmyrTa, respectively expressed their sentiments, 
when the question was taken, and the decision of 
the Chair was reversed. ae 

Mr. Sanpvers then presented the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That Philip Reed is entitled to a seat in 
this House, as one of the Representatives of Maryland. 


On this question the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, and the resolution was carried—yeas 82, 
nays 77; as follows: 

Yeras—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Massachusetts, 
Allen of Tennessee, Archer, Barber of Connecticut, 
Bayly, Blackledge, Blair, Breckenridge, Buchanan, 
Burton, Campbell of Ohio, Cassedy, Chambers, Con- 
dict, Crafts, Cushman, Dane, Eddy, Edwards of Penn- 
sylvania, Edwards of North Carolina, Eustis, Hall, 
Hendricks, Herrick, Hill, Hobart, Hooks, Jones ot 
Virginia, Jones of Tennessee, Keyes, Lincoln, Litch- 
field, Long, McDuffie, McLane, McNeill, McSherry, 
Mattocks, Milnor, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Moore of 
Pennsylvania, Moore of Alabama, Morgan, Neale, 
Nelson of Massachusetts, Patterson of New York, 
Patterson of Pennsylvania, Pierson, Pitcher, Plumer 
of Pennsylvania, Reed of Massachusetts, Reid of 
Georgia, Rich, Rogers, Ress, Ruggles, Russell, San- 
ders, Sloan, S. Smith, W. Smith, J. S. Smith, Ster- 
ling of Connecticut, Stewart, Stoddard, Swan, Swear- 
ingen, Vatnall, Thompson, Vance, Van Wyck, Walk- 
er, Walworth, White, Whitman, Williams of North 
Carolina, Williamson, Wood, Woodson, Worman, 
and Wright. 

” Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Bas- 
sett, Bateman, Baylies, Bigelow, Borland, Brown, 
Burrows, Butler, Campbell of New York, Cannon, 
Cocke, Colden, Conkling, Conner, Cook, Cuthbert, 
Darlington, Denison, Dickinson, Dwight, Edwards of 
Connecticut, Farrelly, Findlay, Fuller, Garnett, Geb- 
. hard, Gilmer, Gist, Gorham, Gross, Harvey, Hawks, 
Jackson, F. Johnson, J. T. Johnson, J. S. Johnston, 
Kent, Kirkland, Lathrop, Leftwich, Little, Lowndes, 
McCarty, McCoy, Mallary, Matlack, Matson, Mercer, 
Metcalfe, Mitchell of South Carolina, Moore of Vir- 
ginia, Newton, Overstreet, Phillips, Plumer of New 
Hampshire, Rankin, Rhea, Russ, Arthur Smith, Alex- 
ander Smyth, Spencer, Sterling of New York, Ste- 
venson, Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, Tracy, Trimble, 
Tucker of South Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Up- 
ham, Whipple, Williams of Virginia, and Woodcock. 


Whereupon Mr. REED appeared, was qualified, 
and took his seat as one of the. Representatives 
from the State of Maryland; and then the House 
adjourned. ; 


Wepnespay, March 20. 

Mr. Newron, of Virginia, called for the con- 
sideration of a bill to extend the limits of the port 
of entry and delivery for the district of Philadel- 
phia; and, the House having agreed to consider 
the same, it was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

; Mr. Lavurop submitted the following resolu- 
fon: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to con- 
sider and report what business it is necessary for the 


House of Representatives to act upon during the 
present session. 

On motion of Mr. Matuary, the resolution was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. Ric, the Committee of 
Claims were instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by law for a settlement, upon 
the best evidence of which the cases will admit, 
of the accounts of persons charged with public 
moneys on the books of the Third Auditor of the’ 
Treasury, prior to the Ist of July, 1815. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill of this House, 
entitled “An act to provide for paying to the State 
of Missouri three per cent. of the net proceeds 
arising from the sale of the public lands within 
the same,” with amendments; and they have also 
passed bills of the following titles, to wit: 

1. An act for the relief of the heirs and repre- 
sentatives of Alexander Montgomery ; 

2. An act to authorize the State of Illinois to 
open a canal through the public lands, to connect 
the Illinois river with Lake Michigan ; 

3. An act authorizing the payment of a sum of 
money to John Gooding and James Williams; 

4. An act for the relief of Samuel H. Walley 
and Henry G. Foster ; 

5. An act for the relief of Jacob Babbitt ; 

6. An act for the relief of William Nott, Ste- 
phen Henderson, and Nathaniel Cox, syndics of 
the creditors of George T. Phillips, late of the city 
of New Orleans, deceased ; . 

7. An act for the relief of Samuel Walker; 

8. An act for the relief of Matthew McNair ; 

9. An act granting to the corporation of the 
city of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, certain 
lots of ground in the said city ; 

10. An act granting a tract of land to William 
Conner and wife, and to their children ; 

In which amendments and last mentioned bills 
they ask the concurrence of this House. 

The said last mentioned bills from the Senate 
were severally read twice, and referred ; the 

ist, to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

2d, to the Committee of the whole House, to 
which is committed the bill to authorize the State 
of Illinois to open a canal through the publie 
lands, to connect the waters of the Illinois river 
with Lake Michigan. 

3d, 4th, and 5th, to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, i 

6th, to the Committee on Commerce. 
es and 8th, to the Committee of Claims; and 
the 

9th and 10th, to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

_ The amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An act to provide for paying to the 
State of Missouri three per cent. of the net pro- 
sale of the public lands 


ceeds arising from the 
within the same,” were read, and referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

An engrossed bill, entitled “An act granting 
certain privileges to steamships and vessels owned 
by incorporated companies,” was read the third 
time, and passed. 
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LAND OFFICES. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. STER- 
LING, of New York, calling for information rela- 
tive to the contingent expenses of the land offices 
at Louisville, Franklin, Huntsville, and Cahaba, 
was called up. 

- Mr. Mauvary wished the inquiry to extend to 
all the land offices in the United States, and 
moved an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. Srertine opposed the amendment on the 
ground that he believed it to be unnecessary to 
extend the inquiry beyond the limit he had pro- 
posed, and also on the ground that it would per- 
haps have the effect to protract the investigation 
of the subject, and preclude any efficient act in 
relation to it at this session. : 

Mr. SLoan was opposed to the resolution alto- 
gether. He thought it would be productive of 
no beneficial result. 

Mr. Rankin was in favor of the resolution, but 
deemed the amendment unnecessary. 

Mr. MaLLary made some further remarks in 
support of the amendment; upon which, the ques- 
tion being taken, it was negatived. 

Mr. Rich then moved to erase the items of in- 
cidental expenditures, and to insert, in lieu thereof, 
that there should be a general statement under 
; each head of expenditure. 
©. Mr. Cocke opposed the amendment, and re- 

marked, that it reached no further than the infor- 
~ mation which the House already possessed. 
“After some further remarks by Messrs. Rica 
and Streruine of New York, the amendment was 
withdrawn, and the resolution was adopted as 
originally. moved. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


j The House proceeded to consider, by a vote of 
19 to 74, the resolution of the Senate, proposing 
to close the present session of Congress, on the first 
Monday of April. 
Mr. Bassetr moved to strike out the words 
` “first Monday in April,” so as,to leave the period 
of adjournment in biank. 
Mr. Larsrop proposed to commit the resolution 
to a select committee, with instructions to examine 
and report the business necessary to be done before 
the close of the session. 

Mr. Epwarps, of North Carolina, was in favor 
of the reference suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr LaTHRop,) but wished it to 
be done without giving instructions to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. Harpin hoped that somebody would be 
` heard on this subject, besides the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Epwarps,) and the gentle- 
-man from Massachusetts, (Mr. LATHROP.) It was 
a matter in which other members of the House 
had an interest. What, he asked, was the usual 
course of business? The first two-thirds of the 
session was occupied in receiving petitions, ma- 
turing business—meeting late, and adjourning 
early ; and, if holidays intervene, pass through the 
forms of meeting and adjourning, without doing 
any business of importance; and one-third of the 


- remainder of the session was ordinarily consumed 


| in debating the question at what time Congress 
should adjourn. He wished to go home as much 
as other gentlemen who have families, and cer- 
aay as much as those who have none, but it. 
| was the bounden duty of this House, before its. 
members separated, to do the business of the na-- 
tion which they were sent here to perform. He 
was opposed at all events to giving powers and 
instructions to a committee to select the business.. 

It ought to take the course prescribed by the mil-- 
i ler, and that which was first presented should be- 

first done. He had three years ago presented a. 
| petition, possessed of strong and peculiar merits, 
which had heen favorably reported on by the: 
Committee of Claims, and God knows, said Mr.. 
H., it must have merits if it could pass that Com- 
mittee, and yet this Committee of Arrangement 
| had annually arranged it out of the House. He 
| was not prepared to tell the people, we have sat 
| here as long as our convenience suited—we have 
| done no business—but we have got our eight dol- 

lars a day, and now we wish to go home, and 
| leave the business of the nation undone. Mr. H. 
i concluded his remarks by moving that the resolu- 
tion be laid on the table; but, on suggestion, he 
| withdrew that motion, to give way to 
Mr. BaLowin, who moved to commit the reso- 
| lution toa Committee of the Whole House and 
make it the order of the day for to-morrow, ‘so that 
it might take its regular place on the docket. 

Mr. Sanpers opposed the motion. He wished 
that some period for adjournment might be fixed 
on. It would greatly facilitate the business, as 
gentlemen would then have their eye fixed on that 
event, and shape their business and their speeches 
accordingly. He was not particularly anxious 
for an early adjournment, but he believed it essen- 
tial that the time should be determined on, and if 
the present motion were negatived he would then 
move to fill the blank with the last Monday in 
April. 

Mr. Suits, of Maryland, was not surprised that 
the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. San- 
pers,) and other gentlemen who had not long ex- 
| perience in this House, should entertain the senti- 
ments they advanced. In the State Legislatures 
it was not difficult to fix the period of terminating 
the session. There the business of each was known 
to all, and it was easy to measure the time it would 
occupy. But it was not so in the National Le- 
gislature. [ere was a vast variety of business, 
collected from.the various parts of this widely ex- 
tended empire, and it was impossible for each 
member to know in what time the whole of the 
necessary business could be accomplished. Added 
to this, there were many new members upon the 
floor, who could not immediately becomeacquaint- 
ed with the ordinary routine, and hence it had 
happened in the early part of the session that re- 
solutions had been introduced, and long discussions 
grown out of them, calling for information upon 
subjects that were perfectly familiar to those who 
had the advantage of experience. But, although 
it must be confessed that much time had been 
spent in unproductive debate, yet it was also true 
that much business had been matured this session 
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which it was important should be acted upon. 
As the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Harpin) 
had remarked, it was.commonly the case at the 
elose of a session, private petitions are thrown 
aside, which in. effect was equivalent to a denial 
of justice. Mr. S. was apprehensive that it was 
impossible for the House.to do the necessary busi- 
ness before the 20th of May; nor was it until 
Within.a few years that Congress had adjourned 
before that- period. He formerly knew a session 
that continued until. July; and it was a well- 
known fact that the laws passed at the close. of a 
session were slurred over, and put together so 
loosely that you might drive a coach and six 
through them. This resolution, he remarked, 
came from the Senate. And for what purpose? 
To tell the people that the House of Represent- 
atives had not done its duty. That the Senate was 
ready to adjourn, but that the House was wasting 
its time. Mr. S. disclaimed imputing any such 
intentions to that body; but such, he contended, 
was the obvious operation of it. And shall we 
say to our constituents, said Mr. $., that we have 
eee all our time in maturing the business, and 
that, as soon as we had done that, we had broken 
up without accomplishing it? If it is inconve- 
nient to gentlemen to remain—that is a circum- 
stance that they should have reflected on before 
they accepted of their seats; but, at all events, 
the business of the nation should not be sacrificed 
to suit the convenience of their Representatives. 
And now, said Mr. S., after the business has been 
three months preparing, this subject is taken up 
for debate and discussion, day after day, in order 
to hasten the public business ! 

Mr. Rura supported the motion to commit, in 
a speech of considerable length; but his remarks 
could not be distinctly heard by the reporter. 

Mr. Cannon believed that no time could be 
fixed on which would be agreeable to his col- 
league, (Mr. Rusa;) but he hoped that the time 
of the House would not'be consumed by debating 
the question. The motion to commit would be 
equivalent to a vote of rejection, which he hoped 
the House would not consent to. The session 
had been spun out by speeches on one or two sub- 
jects, yet he did not think the legislation was more 
correct or perfect by so much speech-making. His 
observation had convinced him that the perfection 
of business did not consist in the length of the 
discussion ; for he had remarked that, whenever 
a great question was made out of a small one, the 
members would soon withdraw their attention 
from it. Mr. C. expressed. his belief that the 
House could dispose of all the necessary business 
before the time mentioned by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Sanpers.) Three days 
had been occupied upon a contested election, 
which might have been determined in two hours; 
and, if a period was fixed, it would put an end to 
useless discussion ; yet he could hardly call it dis 
cussion; it was speech-making. Opinions were 
not formed or altered by debate. He hoped the 
mover would withdraw the motion; for, even if 
it were to succeed now, yet the question must be 
tried at some part of the session; and, if the ob- 


. 


ject were defeated now, yet it would certainly be 
brought up again. ; 

Mr. J. Speen Smirx was in favor of the mo- 
tion. A proposal was now made to us, he ob- 
served, to adjourn; and why? Not because we 
had done the business, but because some spur was 
necessary to urge us on to our duty. It was un- 
becoming, he said, for this body to move with a 
halter round their necks; and he was unwilling 
to believe or admit that the House of Representa- 
tives could not trust themselves without a cord 
by which they could be guided. The argument 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Harnin,) 
he conceived to be unanswerable, in relation to 
the business, and he briefly reviewed the various 
important matters pending before that body. We 
had gone, he said, through the formality of pre- 
senting and referring petitions; they had been 
laboriously examined by the committees, and the 
reports had been printed at a very considerable 
expense; but now we want to go home, and there- 
fore we must leave the business undone, and the 
same formalities to be gone through with, and the 
same expense incurred, at the next session. But 
he would not fall into the error of his friend from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Cannon,) and, in making a long 
speech against speech-making, enforce by example 
what he had repelled by precept.. For this reason 
he would sit down. 

Mr. Woopcock observed that he regretted to 
take up the time of the House in the discussion 
of a subject, the object of which was to save 
time. But he was not willing that the resolution 
should have the go-by in the manner proposed by 
the motion. He hoped the question would be 
fairly met, and not got rid of in this manner. He 
should pay great deference and respect to the 
opinions of those who possessed greater. experi- 
ence in legislation than himself; but he could 
not but express his regret that the limit of every 
session had not been assigned by the Constitution. 
He admitted the right of members to make long 
speeches; nor did he wish to abridge that right 
by any other means than the exercise of their own 
discretion. We had now been here, he said, al- 
most four months, and but little of the business 
had been finally disposed of. He wished some 
method to be adopted which should increase the 
despatch of the remainder, and he could conceive 
of no method so effectual as to limit the con- 
tinuance of the session. If, as the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Smrru) had suggested, it 
would be necessary to protract the session to the 
middle of May, be it so; he was willing to stay 
as long as the public interest required, but he 
hoped the proposition would be distinctly met. 

_ Mr. F. Jonnson remarked, that those who were 
in favor of the resolution advocated it on the 
ground that it was impossible to do all the busi- 
ness before the House, and therefore we ought to 
fix a day on which to adjourn. The same rule, 
he observed, would prove that we ought never to 
come here at all; for wecould not do all the busi- 
ness before us if we were to continue in session 
until the third of next March. He was not dis- 
posed to manacle ourselves in such a manner that 
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we could not move without the guidance of an- 
other body. If this is the course to be pursued, 
the right of petitioning has become a solemn 


: anxious to get home, present, perhaps, as many 
petitions as any other members of the House. It 
was a hard case for persons to petition here, year 
after year, with fair claims upon the Government, 
and to be turned off because the servants of the 
people cannot stay to do them justice, from their 
wish to get home to their familics. If we can’t 
do the business of the people, let us honestly tell 
them so, and not hold out expectation, and torture 
them with disappointment. If there was any gen- 
tleman whose situation was such that he could 
not stay from home any longer, let him ask leave 
of absence. For one, he would vote for it, and it 
, was. possible that the House could even get along 
without him. We do not profess to come here, 
he observed, merely to be honorable members of 
Congress, and to make a great speech on the Bank- 
rupt bill, or some other great question, but to do 
the business of the nation. Mr. J. referred. to an 
important bill which had been preparing by the 
“Committee of Ways and Means, and on which 
judging of the future by the past, if he did not 
` much mistake, the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
| Cannon). would spend more time in discussing 
than he was now willing to allow to Congress for 
the whole of the residue of the session. When 
there were only thirteen States, he remarked, the 
‘sessions were about as long as at present, when 
the States, population, and. business to be done, 
‘ere more than two to one, besides the incidental 
‘ecumulation of claims growing out of the war. 
The people had a right. to expect us todo their 
usiness; and, for his part, he was prepared to say 
that he would do it if it required a continuation 
of the session until the third of March next. 
Mr. Conpicr moved to lay the motion on the 
table, which was negatived. 
Mr. Warrer, of North Carolina, expressed his 
sentiments in favor of the motion; when 
Mr. Connic’r moved that the further considera- 
=. tion of the resolution. be postponed to the second 
: Monday of April. - 
» Mr. Moore, of Alabama, renewed the motion 
to lay it on the table, which was again negatived ; 
and the motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


On motion of Mr. Smiru, of Maryland, the 
House resolved. itself into a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, on the unfin- 
ished business. of Thursday last, on the bill author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange 
a, stock bearing an interest of five per cent. for 

. certain stocks bearing an interest of six and seven 
“oper cent. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. 
Bavowin to amend the first section of the bill, by 
extending the provisions of the bill so as to include 
also two millions of six per cent. stock created by 
the loan of 1820. 

The question being taken on this motion for 
amendment, it was negatived without a division. 


§ 


mockery; and yet those gentlemen who are so | following: 


Mr. CamBrRELENG moved to amend the bill by 
striking out the whole of the first section, after the 
enacting clause, and to insert in lieu thereof the 


“ That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to propose an issue of stock, 
to an amount not exceeding thirty millions of dollars, 
bearing an interest of five per centum per annum, in 
exchange for any of the stock heretofore issued bear- 
ing an interest of six per centum per annum, and of 
the stock heretofore issued bearing an interest of seven 
per centum per annum ; for which purpose, books shall 
be opened at the Treasury of the United States, and 
at the several Loan offices, on the Ist day of April, 
1822, or as soon thereafter as may be practicable, to 
continue open until the first day of July next there- 
after, for such parts of the aforementioned six and 
seven per cent stock, as shall, on the day of subscrip- 
tion, stand on the books of the Treasury, and on those 
of the several Loan offices, respectively ; and the hold- 
ers of the aforementioned stocks, who may become 
subscribers in the manner aforesaid, shall severally spe- 
cify the terms upon which they propose to effect, the 
exchange hereby authorized: and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to ac- 
cept such subscriptions of the aforementioned stocks 
as may be subscribed and offered, upon terms which 
he may deem advantageous to the United States; which 
subscriptions, accepted in pursuance of this authority, 
shall be effected by a transfer to the United States, in 
the manner provided by law for such transfers of the 
credit or credits standing on the said books; by a sur- 
render of the certificates of the stock so subscribed ; 
and by the payment into the Treasury of the United 
States of such premium, if there be any, as may be 
offered in consideration of the exchange thus effected.” 

In offering this amendment, Mr. C. said, he 
hoped the Committee would not pass the bill in 
its present shape; and he begged leave to explain 
his reasons for offering an amendment toa bill 
emanating from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. It limited the exchange to the stocks of 
1812 and 1813. He thought it probable, if the 
negotiation was effected at all, these stocks only 
would be embraced; but he disliked specifying 
any particular stocks in the bill, as it made them 
at once objects of speculation. He was willing 
to enlarge the authority to be given the Secretary, 
that he might be enabled to effect the exchange up- 
on terms most advantageous to the United States. 
He had, therefore, in the amendment, proposed. to 
open the subscription ior all the sixes and sevens. 
If no others were ultimately accepted but those of 
1812 and 1813, it would not injure the negotiation 
for the holders of these particular stocks to know 
that the Secretary was authorized to accept oth- 
ers. Besides, it was impossible for the Secretary. 
or this House to anticipate the prices of stocks... 

The section, as it stands, provides only for the 
exchange of five per cent. for six and seven per 
cent. stock. It: supposes a rare coincidence—an. 
equality in the price of five per cent. ten years 
stock, and of six and seven per cent. stock re- 
deemable in three or four years. Now,.sir, if it 
be for the interest of the holders of. these stocks to 
make the exchange, they will do.so; and, if this 
be the case, may they not be willing to offer a pre- 
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mium for the preference? At least, this case may | could grow out ofthe measure. He did not believe 
happen, and provision ought to be made for such | that Congress could calculate Dn matters and 
a contingency, unless we were disposed generously | stocks better than the brokers. f ey w A as able 
to give the stockholders the premium. i to calculate the contingencies of war in Europe, as 
‘The section suspends the subscription till next | we could be; and they could judge as well, to say 
October. He thought if it was to'be passed in | the least, as we could, what would be the effect of 
that shape, it would be useless to pass it at all. | such contingencies, to increase or diminish the 
The market rate of interest had been advancing | value of stock. It was their business and their 
for twelve months, and was now advancing; the | pursuit, to which they gave undivided attention. 
pill ought to have been acted on two months | All the affairs of our own Government also were 
earlier, and the negotiation, if authorized at all, | open to their inspection, and they will not make 
ought to be effected as early as practicable. He | the exchange unless they can get the best of the 
doubted whether we had not even now-let the op- | bargain. They will calculate whether the Gov- 
portunity escape, and he was very certain it would | ernment will redeem the stock or not, and they 
be impracticable twelve months hence. Gentle- | will inevitably out-calculate us. Mr. J. believed, 
men who proposed to suspend the negotiation un- | that if we should want money hereafter, we could 
til next October, November, or December, should | obtain it on better terms than by adopting this 
reflect that a general revival of trade was sensibly | measure. He thought weshould use all our efforts 
operating upon and absorbing the idle capital of | to discharge the debt, but not to postpone it. i We 
the country, and they should also reflect that, | must retrench our expenses. Look to the Navy. 
during the present year, we shall probably receive | He was a friend to it, but he believed it opened an 
important intelligence relating to the affairs of Eu- | ample field for retrenchment, without taking away. 
rope, which would affect the prices of the stocks | its efficiency. Savings might also be made in the 
of all Governments. He hoped the amendment | civil and other departments, the fortifications, &e, 
would be adopted, and that the exchange, if prac- | We were now paying an annual interest of $5,- 
ticable at all, would be made forthwith. 700,000 on the public debt, and such was our sit- 
Mr. F. Jounson said, that gentlemen had said | uation, that we were now paying interest on in- 
that this was the most important bill which had | terest. In such a condition, in his private affairs, 
been presented to the House during the session, | a prudent man would look about'him for objects 
and he was willing to admit its great importance, į of reduction, and for such means as should be cal- 
while he should ask the indulgence of the Com- | culated to relieve him from the burden of debt. 
mittee to make a few observations. Although this bill purported to provide only for 
The bill proposes to put it in the power of per-| an exchange of stocks, it was really and substan- 
sons owning twelve millions of the public debt | tially a bill for creating a new loan, and, as such, 
contracted in 1812, and redeemable or not at the | it ought, in his opinion, to be regarded 
pleasure of the Government in 1825, on a part of} He liked things to be called by their right names; 
which is paid six, and a part seven per cent.; and | they would then be better understood by the people. 
fourteen millions of the debt contracted in 1813, | The competition offered by either the bill or amend- 
and redeemable in liké manner in 1826, bearing | ment, was confined to the present creditors of the 
an interest of six per cent., to relinquish that debt | Government ; no other than an owner of the one 


and take, in lieu thereof, a debt on the Govern- | or the other description of stock can become pur- 
ment to be created, bearing an interest of five per | chasers of this new loan; and it cannot therefore 
cent, which the Government shall not be at lib- | be expected, that as good a bargain can be had for 
erty to pay off until 1832, 33-34. | the Government, as if the market was opened to 

He preferred the amendment proposed by the | all; and this was another objection with him to 
gentleman from New York (Mr. CaMBrELENG) to | the bill. What! authorize a loan of thirty mil- 
the original section, as reported, and particularly, | lions, and confine it to a particular description of 
because it did not limit the negotiation to an ex- | individuals! It was wrong in policy and princi- 
change on equal terms; for he knew of no reason | ple; rely upon it, if the bargain you offer is ad- 
why we should give to the brokers a stock worth | vantageous to the holders of the present stock, they 
eight or ten per cent. above par, in exchange for | will accept it; if it is not, they will not; so that 
stock that was worth but five or six. But he was | the alternative, either way, is a bad bargain to the 
opposed both to the amendment and the bill, for | Government. Nor has it been shown that money 
it seemed to presuppose no exertion on the part of | will be scarcer two years hence than it is now; 
Congress to pay off the public debt. If, during the | and, as we are to make a bad bargain if we make 
period of the loan and redemption, we have an any, what good reason can be assigned against 
excess of revenue, we cannot appropriate it to this postponing this loan of thirty millions, until we 
object. A time of peace was the proper time to | have redeemed as much as we can, and what is 
extinguish the debt. Every effort should be made | not then redeemed may be put in market, in which 
to effect it, and, if we cannot do it otherwise, we | others as well as the present stockholders, will 
ought to reduce and retrench our expenditures. | have aright of bidding, and which will insure a 
And shall we now say, at a time when there is no | more advantageous contract to the Government? 
prospect of war, that it is expedient to postpone the | We may then get the full value of the stock, 
aoe ited of paying it off? And for what? | which we cannot now reasonably expect; it will 
be ae the reason and necessity of so doing ? | then be time enough to adopt the sad alternative 

- ¥, Was not satisfied that any beneficial result į of loans, when better cannot be done. Mr. J. said, 
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as they are. This, he said, was what he wished 
to avoid ; and he must be allowed to believe that 


do its duty in reforming the disbursements of pub- 
lic expenditure, be able to discharge a considerable 
part of the public debt; but if the debt be post- 
poned until 1831,-2,-3, let the funds and resources 
of the Government be what they may, we cannot 
pay it until that time, and having money, we shall 
be apt to waste it ; whereas, if we keep the public 
debt in our reach, and in view, we shall make ex- 
ertions to pay it. 

Mr. McDurris stated that he should not have 
troubled the Committee with any remarks on this 
subject, if the range of the observations of the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Jounson) had 


not assumed a broader cast than he had reason to 


anticipate. The objections of that gentleman 


| 
| 


the measure might have one effect, which some | crease our debt by a loan last year. This fact 
gentlemen might esteem beneficial; that was, it | tended rather to favor than oppose the projected 
might do away the plea of necessity of retrench- | exchange. 
ment and reform, and permit things to remain | gument in favor of the rapid extinguishment of 


For how, said Mr. McD., can an ar- 


the public debt be drawn from the fact, that our 
revenue was inadequate to pay the interest of the 


the Government would, at least if Congress would | debt, keep up the operations of the Sinking Fund, 


and defraying the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment? lH seemed to involve an inconsistency 
which he could not comprehend. But it seems 
that we are to be driven back into the condition 
in which the late war found us. We are to cut 
down these establishments, founded upon the ex- 
perience and disasters of that war, and to run 
again intoa system of wasteful economy, such as 
had brought upon us the heavy debt we are now 
required to discharge. In fact, said he, if we 
wish to avoid a public debt, we must change our 
system of revenue, so as to render it permanent. 
If we are not prepared for this, we must reconcile 
ourselves to a public debt, as without loans we 
cannot meet those exigencies, which we are cer- 


seemed to be founded upon a misconception of | tainly destined to encounter. 


the nature of the obligations of the Government 


reserving the public faith and public credit un- 
impaired. To whom does the obligation of the 
Government extend? ‘To the public creditors, 
and to them only. Now the proposition involved 
in this bill proposes to do nothing but with the 
consent of the public creditors. And what fact 
could furnish more conclusive: evidence of the 
high credit of the Government than that the pub- 
> lic creditors should be anxious to exchange six or 
seven per cent. stock, redeemable at an earlier pe- 
riod, for five per cent. stock, redeemable ata period 
moreremote? Butthe gentleman from Kentucky 
seems to assume that we are bound, upon princi- 
ples of public policy, to hasten the extinguish- 
ment of the public debt, without a proper regard 
to the existing revenue. Mr. McD. contended 
that no principle, either of justice or sound pol- 
icy, could require that the whole burden of the 
war debt should be thrown upon that disastrous 
period of embarrassment which succeeds the war, 
and is produced by it. For how, said he, stands 
the argument? We go to war without any pre- 
paration. Our system of revenue is prostrated by 
the very state of things which renders revenue 
necessary. In war, therefore, we must always 
contract an enormous publie debt; for our princi- 
pal dependence in war must be upon loans. We 
sustain the burdens and privations of the war ; 
we fight the battle; and when it is brought tea 
close, exhausted as we are by the conflict, we are 
required upon principles of Pong to pay off the 
debt immediately, though the public creditors are 
anxious that we should not. It is clearly a ques- 
tion between the present generation and posterity ; 
and nothing could be more obviously just than 
that the debt contracted for the establishment of 
those principles, in which posterity have as deep 
an interest as we have, should not fall exclusively 
upon those who have already had more than their 
proportion of sacrifice and suffering. The gen- 
tleman had said that we were compelled to in- 


Mr. Situ, of Maryland, remarked that the 


to discharge its public debt, and of the means of | subject had taken a different course from what he 


had expected. He had not hitherto explained the 
principle of the bill—nor would his health permit 
him to do so extensively now. The gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Jounson, ) had not appeared 
to view the subject in that light, in which he 
hoped his better judgment would lead him. He 
has said that we should not procrastinate, but pay 
off. He agreed it was desirable, but it was not in 
our power. The object of the bill was to be pre- | 
pared to pay off the debt. The money market is 
now favorable for the operation—but it may not 
be so in 1825. The money market is rising. The 
calculation is to seize the present opportunity. 
Twenty-six millions of dollars of the stock due 
in 1825 and 1826, is proposed to be exchanged b¥ 
this operation; if carried into complete effect 
more than two millions of dollars will be saved 
to the United States. It was intended to post- 
pone it to a period when we shall be able to ex- 
tinguish it. Information had been received from 
New York and Boston that left no reasonable 
doubt that the proposition would be accepted by 
the creditors. On the first of January, 1825, we 
must meet these demands, and he knew of no 
other adequate means to effect it. Mr. 8S. re- 
viewed, at considerable length, the financial con- 
cerns of the country to show the necessity and 
expediency of adopting the bill as reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. In 1824 it was 
calculated that the whole of the public debt would 
be redeemed. He had seen and conversed with 
the Secretary of the Treasury, since the bill was 
reported, who informed him that the custom- 
house bonds of the last quarter of the last year 
had exceeded his expectation by the amount of 
one million of dollars. It had been said that we 
ought, by no act of ours, to deceive the-people. 
This was a truism. It was a position that no 
person would deny; but he believed.the Secretary 
of the Treasury would not propose, and he hoped 
the Committee of Ways and Means would not be 
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ion or sustain such a proposition.) a country situated as ours—the nation was not 
aes thane the present was a anie case, ; now capable of bearing a direct tax, nor could he 
and that there could be no.reason for refusing as- | tell when it would be. He thought we ought to 
sent to such a measure, which was calculated to | keep a sharp lookout in peace, so as to pay off our 
diminish.the national debt. It was very true that | debts incurred in war, and to avoid loans and 
this proposition would defer the payment of the | direct taxes, and a system of strict economy would 
public debt, but it would be with the consent of | greatly aid us therein. This objection to the bill 
the ereditors—and in such ease there could be no | was reducible to these two grounds—lst, that it 
complaint, nor pretence of injustice. In respect | was not certain that money will be dearer then 
to. the amendment, he thought it did not differ | than now; and, 2dly, that it was not certain that 
much from the principle of the bill; but he was | we should be wholly incapable of reducing any 


not satisfied that it was preferable to the section as 
reported. Mr. S. took a particular view of the 
several parts of the amendment, and to show that 
it did not improve the bill, but would be injurious 
toit. The proposition to extend the subscription 
had been considered by the: Secretary of the Trea- 
sury and the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
was deemed unadvisable after deliberation. The 
probability that the other holders of stock would 
subscribe was, to say the least, very remote. 
There was no adequate inducement, and would 
have the effect to throw so much into the market 
as might perhaps defeat the object. In another 
particular, also, the amendment was defective, for 
it allowed no time for the European stockholders 
to come forward and avail themselves of the pro- 
posed exchange. 

Mr. Ruga opposed the amendment at some 
length, but.the position of the reporter would not 
enable him to hear, with sufficient distinetness, to 
do justice to his observations. 

Mr. F. Jonwson replied to the remarks of the 
gentlemen from Maryland, (Mr. Smirx,) and 
South Carolina, (Mr. McDurriz.) It was by no 
means his intention to cast any imputation upon 
the committee who reported the bill, and in rela- 
tion to the observations of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. McD.,) he had said nothing 
whatever about the Army. He had voted for its 
reduction at the last session ; and, with respect to 
the Navy, 
it only as were an encumbrance to it. He did not 
wish to. retard any of the operations of Govern- 
ment—but he was decidedly in favor of a just sys- 
tem of economy, and for examining into every 
department of the Government, and for reducing 
and lopping off every expenditure that can be 
done, without impairing the useful operations of 
the Government, and such a system, he said, 
would greatly accelerate its operations and advance | 
its best interests. And he was opposed to the | 
principle of putting a great load of debt upon pos- 
terity. He understood the gentleman (Mr. Mo- | 
Dorre) to say, that “we had fought and borne 
the brunt of war, and that posterity ought to be 
charged with the debt incurred by it—that it would 
be too much to require us to fight the battles and 
pay the debts too.” If these were that gentleman’s 
notions he differed very widely from him. He 
would ask what advantage would that liberty and 
independence be to posterity, which the victories 
of the present generation had sustained, if we 
load them with a public debt, which is to destroy 
the enjoyment of that liberty and independence? 
Direct taxation, he said, was the worst of evils in 


he was disposed to lop off such parts of | 


| rise and re 


part of the public debt. 

Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, was in favor both of 
the bill and of the amendment. It had been ob- 
jected by the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
brokers would calculate the value of stock better 
than Congress, and that therefore no beneficial 
bargain of this sort could be made. But this he 
thought depended much on contingencies. Jf 
there should be war in Europe, the rate of interest 
will rise, and the value of stock will fall. Another 
event might also have an essential bearing upon 
the value of stock. He alluded to the recent re- 
commendation to recognise the independence of 
the South American colonies. This would. pro- 
bably open new sources of trade and industry. It 
was also objected that we might have money on 
hand, lying idle, which might be applied to the 
extinguishment of the debt. To this he replied 
that it might be used to increase the Sinking Fund. 
The commissioners of that fund could employ it 
beneficially, and would then be able to purchase 
in the stock on advantageous terms, and, in the 
supposed change of the money market, it would 
have a double operation. He considered this as 
one of the most prudent measures that the nation 
could adopt, and the most fortunate conjunc- 
tion that could occur for it. He was anxious that 
thebilland amendment should pass, and he thought 
it could be modified without injury, so as to in- 
clude the European holders of the stock who might 
wish to avail themselves of the act. 

Mr. Batpwin considered both the bill and the 
| amendment as highly important, and he was in 
| favor of the principle of both. But it was mate- 

rial that the House should well understand it. 

The amendment had been just submitted, and he 

thought it was entitled to more deliberate consid- 

eration. He therefore moved that the Committee 
port progress and ask leave to sit again. 
Which was agreed to. 

In the House, the amendment, on motion. of 
Mr. Woon, was ordered to be printed, and, after 
granting leave to the Committee to sit again, the 
House adjourned. 


Taurspay, March 21. 


Mr. Smrru, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which was referred the bill from the 
Senate, entitled “An act authorizing the payment 
of a sum of money to John Gooding and James 
Williams,” reported the same without amendment, 
and the bill was committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mi. Surrx, from the same committee, to which 
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: was also referred the bill from the Senate, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Jacob Babbitt,” reported 
< the same without amendment, and the bill was 
< committed to a Committee of the Whole. 
=. Mr. Wixulams, of North Carolina, from the 
i Committee of Claims, to whom the subject was 

' referred on the 20th instant, reported a bill in ad- 

dition to the act, entitled “An act for the prompt 

settlement of public accounts’;” which was read 
twice and ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. McLane, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
< Bainbridge; which bill was read twice and com- 
omitted to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Coox from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was reecommitted a bill for the 
relief of James McFarland, reported the same 
with two amendments, the first of which was con- 
curred in ; and some debate arose upon the second 
amendment, in which Mr. Coox supported, and 
Mr. Cocke opposed the same; when, on motion 
of the latter, the bill and amendments were ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. Hii moved that the House do come to the 
following resolution : 


“ Resolved, That the Library Committee be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of distributing the four 
volumes of the Secret Journal of Congress, and Jour- 
nal of the Convention, to those members who belonged 
to the 16th Congress, and have not received them; 
and, also, to report on the propriety of distributing cop- 
ies of the same books to the Atheneum, Antiquarian, 
Historical, and other learned institutions in the United 
States, together with the Journal of the Convention, 

the Fourth Census, Pitkin’s and Seybert’s Statistics, 
Wait’s edition of State Papers, and the Commercial 
Regulations of Foreign Countries. 


The resolution being read, the question was 
taken, Will the House now proceed to consider 
the same? 


ted the bill concerning invalid pensioners, reported 
at the present session of Congress. 


‘DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. Kent, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred, on the 9th in- 
stant, a petition of sundry inhabitants of the said 
District, reported a bill to enable the inhabitants 
of the District of Columbia to form a frame of gov- 
ernment; which was read twice, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole—The bill is as 
follows: f 


A Bill to enable the inhabitants of the District of Co- 
lumbia to form a frame of government. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, in Ceon- 
gress assembled, That the inhabitants of the District 
of Columbia be, and they hereby are, authorized to 
hold a Convention, to determine whether it will be for 
their benefit to have the rights of self-government ex- 
tended to them, so far as the same may constitution- 
ally be done; and if they shall be of such opinion, to 
form a frame of government, to be submitted to Con- 
gress for their approbation. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That the said 
Convention shall be composed of twelve representa- 
tives for the City of Washington, and that part of the 
county of Washington east of Rock Creek; of eight 
representatives for the town of Georgetown, and that 
part of the county west of Rock Creek; and of -nine 
representatives from the town and county of Alexan- 
dria. The said representatives to be free white taxa- 
ble males, inhabitants of said District, above the age of 
twenty-one years, who shall be chosen by ballot, by 
the free white taxable males, inhabitants of said Dis- 
trict, above the age of twenty-one years, on the 
day of next, under the superintendence of such 
judges, at such place in each of the said towns, and 


į subject to such other directions, as the President of the 
| United States may prescribe. 


Sze. 3. And be zt further enacted, That the per- 


And was determined in the negative. | sons so chosen shall convene, in the City of Washing- 


Mr. Mercer moved that the House do come to i ton, at such place as shall be fixed by the President of 


the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Build- 
ings be instructed to inquire into the practicability of 
preparing, for the accommodation of the House of Re- 

__presentatives, the room in the centre building designed 
for the library. 


The resolution was ordered to lie onthe table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the. House a letter 
from the Postmaster General, stating the causes of 
the failures and delays of the mails. between the 
City of Washington and Wheeling, in Virginia, 
and prescribing the means of preventing them in 
future; which was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

An engrossed bill, entitled “An act to fix the 
limits of the port of entry and'delivery for the port 
and district of Philadelphia,” was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Moors, of Alabama, it was 
ordered that the bill concerning invalid pensioners, 
reported to this House on the 20th January, 1821, 
together with the petitions and papers of the per- 
sons therein mentioned, be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the whole House to which is commit- 


the United States, on the day of ——, and shall 
organize themselves by the appointment of a presiding 
officer, and such other officers as may be necessary. 
A majerity of the members shall constitute a quorum, 
and their proceedings shall be communicated to the 
President of the United States, to be by him laid be- 
fore Congress at their next session. 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the unfinished business of yesterday, (the bill au- 
thorizing the Secretdty of the Treasury to ex- 
change certain stocks,)—the question being upon 
the amendment submitted yesterday by Mr. Cam- 
BRELENG. 

Mr. Smiru, of Maryland, opposed the amend- 
ment in a speech of considerable length. He.ex- 
amined its various provisions, and contended that 
it really held out fewer advantages than the first 
section of the bill in its present shape;-and, among 
other observations, he remarked that it was cal- 
culated to depreciate the value of the stock, by 
giving advantages to American over European — 
stockholders. Fa 

Mr. Woop was in favor of the amendment, 
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He thought it was conformable to the views | present moment, $10,000 of Government paper, 
which the. Secretary of the Treasury had: pre-! bearing five per cent. interest, and payable ten 


sented in his report, and he, Mr. W., was disposed 
to extend it, not only to thirty, but to thirty-six, 
millions; and he entered into a statistical exami- 
nation of the subject to test the expediency of its 
adoption. 


| years hence, interest demandable quarterly, would 


now bring as many dollars in specie, and also a 
considerable premium. In 1812-13, Government 
security, at six, and at one moment, seven per 
cent only, would command the cash, though the 


Mr. CAMBRELENG replied, and modified the re- | day of pay was fixed at thirteen years then future, 
solution by adding to the amendment as follows: | The reason was, money was commanding high in- 


“ Provided, That, in effecting the aforesaid ex- 
change, the Secretary shall, in no case, give any 
premium.” ae 

Mr. Wituiamson remarked that the subject of 
finance, in all its parts, was already important, 


terest; the credit of Government was low; changes 
great abroad, and we were compelled to borrow, 
and capitalists took the advantage. The tables 
are now turned; our credit is good—never better ; 
and money, being plenty, commands only a low 


and equally difficult to be understood. One need | interest. It is said a stock at five per cent. inter- 


to have clear views himself, and the attention of | est, payable 1831-2-3, will bring in, 


others, else his remarks on such a topic would be 
fruitless. This bill proposes the exchange, he 
observed, of twenty-six millions of six and seven 
per cent. of the loans of the United States, effected 
in 1812-13, payable in 1825-26, by a new stock 
to be created, bearing an interest of five per cent. 
payable in 1821~2-3. In this discussion four con- 
siderations present themselves to our view, and 
demand our decision: ) 

1. Is it expedient to make the exchange? 

2. For what amount, if any, 
opened ? 

3. At what time shall they be opened and 
closed; and, 

4, When shall the new stock, if any be created, 
become due? These are the four points to be 
considered. 

Tn respect to the first, he thought it was expe- 
dient to make an exchange. In 1812-13, the 
United States were involved in a war with one of 
the most powerful nations upon earth. The de- 
mands and pressure on the Government were 
great; it must have had money; to procure which 
oans were opened, and the money procured at a 
rate per cent. interest which showed at that time 
the unfortunate condition of public credit. Of the 
loan at six and seven per cent. effected in 1812, he 
remarked, there will be due and redeemable, in 
1825, upwards of seventeen and-a-half millions of 
dollars; and of the loan effected in 1813, at six 
per cent., there will fall due and redeemable, in 
1826, near twenty-two and-a-half millions; so that 
‘upwards of forty millions are redeemable those 
two years. The first question is, Will this Gov- 
ernment be able to meet and pay off that sum in 
1825-6? He thought not. The Secretary of the 

Treasury, and others who ‘have passed the reve- 
nue and expenditure under their view, think not. 
What, then, is the best provision which can be 
made in the premises? It is very truly stated, 
that the credit of the Government is now high— 
perhaps never higher. A promissory note, that is, 
the paper security of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States is always more valuable, will sell 
“quicker, and for a larger sum, as the length of 
time intervenes between the date and pay-day ; 
because, as the interest is always paid quarterly, 
and as the capitalists do not 
often vesting their money, 
vestment, provided it lies safe. 


shall the books be | 


want the trouble of | | 


or exchanging the in- | in Europe, and a short time would not give them 
Hence, at the] an equal chance to make the exchange. 


by way of 
exchange, the demands of six per cent. against the 
United States, which are payable in 1825-6. Why 
not, then, make the exchange? It will be saving 
the difference of at least one per cent. on the sixes, 
and two on the sevens, for three or four years; 
and it cannot be safely calculated that our Gov- 
ernment will be able to pay them off when they 
become due. 

A second question is the amount. If a loan be 
opened for exchange, for what sum ought it to be ? 
The bill proposes twelve millions of the loans of 1812 
and 713, so as to embrace all that on which seven 

er cent. interest is payable, and so much of the 

oan bearing six per cent. as will, together with 
the former, amount to twelve millions; leaving due, 
to be paid by Government, during the year 18285, 
the residue of what wiil fall due that year, name- 
ly, about five millions and a half. Can this latter 
sum be paid those years, besides meeting the other 
charges on Government? The past and present 
state of the revenue does not prophecy such ability. 
We cannot do it. Gentlemen do hardly suppose 
it. Why not then open the exchange for the 
whole which will fall due that year, viz: about 
seventeen and a half millions, instead of twelve 
millions? If this reasoning be correct, then how 
will the Government be able, probably, to pay off 
twenty-two millions and near a half, whieh fall 
due in 1826? It would be remarkable to enter- 
tain calculations that we then may deal in the 
commodity of miracles. I would go in this ex- 
change as high as theamendment proposes, which 
is thirty millions, and then about ten millions will 
be due those two years—quite as much of the public 
debt mentioned as we shall be able to meet. 

Another and third question arises in this diffi- 

cult business— When shall the books be opened, if 
opened at all? The bill proposes October, the 
amendment April. If the credit of the Govern- 
ment paper be, as stated, good, so high in market, 
why not embrace the present moment? Is it not 
the proper time? What advantage by delay ? 
Mighty events, which are by many anticipated ; 
changes in the mercantile world, always affect 
money matters. When the loans were effected, it 
was a season of extremes; the present is another, 
diametrically opposite. Thegentleman from Mary- 
and says, some of the sixes and sevens are owned 


Such, if 
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= any there be, have, no doubt, their agents here, 
vested with discretion, and know full well what 

-would be for the interests of their principals. De- 

“> Jays are dangerous, and, in this case, procrastina- 

= tion is the thief of time. In my humble opinion 
this exchange must be effected before autumn, or 
never, 

... One word, finally, on the fourth point proposed, 
as to the time when these fives, if the books tor ex- 
change be opened, shall be payable? The bill, I 
believe, said Mr. W., has set the time at 1831~32 

83, and these years may be the proper ones. If 
< the time be fixed, and extended to a period too re- 
mote, perhaps the new stock ought to bring a pre- 
mium; if within a limit too short, the exchange 
“cannot be effected ; and it is very difficult to pre- 
pare a data from which to draw any satisfactory 
conclusions. But, if long threes and fives are 
now as quick in market, and bring as great a pre- 
mium as gentlemen have supposed, one might con- 
lude these years would be the times which ought 
‘to be fixed in the bill. I am-unequivocally in favor 
f the projected exchange, believing, as I do, that 
it will be promotive essentially of the interest of 
this. Government. 

Mr. Tracy was opposed to the amendment, be- 
-cause he was opposed to the principle of the bill. 
`» He thought it would be either inoperative, or the 
Government would lose by the project ; for it was 
really a question whether the Government was 
more acute in bargaining than the stock-jobbers, 
and the expediency of the measure depended upon 
that point, concerning which he thought the 
-House could not entertain a doubt. He believed 
‘the proposition would not be accepted; for, as it 
„Was of a voluntary character, it certainly would 
-not be, unless the jobbers and brokers should find 
it for their interest to agree to it. Every man was 
.-1o, be trusted in his own art, and he thought it ex- 
tremely impolitic for this Government to enter 
‘Into competition with the keener brokers of Wall 
street. He also thouglt the effect of it might be 
.to lull the people into a listlessness on the subject 
of the public debt, and virtually to authorize ex- 
-penditures which we could not well bear, under 
:the impression that the debt was indefinitely post- 
“poned, and that all things wers going on well. 

Mr. Rica proposed the following amendment: 
=i“ Strike out ‘ thirty’ third line, and insert ‘ twenty- 
` six? seventh line, to wit: For the seven per cent. stock, 
and for the six per cent. stock of the year 1812, to an 
amount not exceeding twelve millions of dollars; for 
the six per cent. stock of the year 1813, to an amount 
not exceeding fourteen millions of dollars.” 

Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that although, in the 
administration of our finances, the conversion of 
stocks was a matter of experiment, yet it was not 
. Soin other countries.. Nothing was more com- 

mon; nor did it follow, in such conversion, that 

the operation could not be made advantageously 
to both parties. Originally, stocks are. taken up 
by money dealers; but in a Government whose 
x- credit is good, it usually gets into the hands of 
those who are. prudent and cautious, and unwill- 
: ing to enter into hazardous speculations, but are 
_- desirous of possessing a steady and certain income. 


Hence it isnot a competition between the Govern- 
ment and the jobbers, but recommends itself by 
the accommodation of persons who prefer a sei- 
ued and certain income to a stock which will be 
shortly redeemed, though-entitled to a higher rate 
of interest. Mr. C. was in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. Ricu,) for he was apprehensive that, with- 
out it, there would be so much brought into 
market as to destroy the competition. k 

Mr. Ruea entered at some length into the dis- 
cussion, and was opposed to all the amendments 
proposed. 

„Mr. Coox was opposed to the principle of the 
bill. In the course of his remarks, he observed 
that it was better for the Government to create a 
new five per cent. stock, than to undertake to ex- 
change it; for there would be a combination 
among the stockholders which would effectually 
defeat the purpose of the bill. The holders know 
full well that the Government will not be able to 
pay the debt when it becomes due, and will make 
their calculations accordingly. 

Mr. TrimBLE was opposed to the amendment 
as proposed by the gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. 
Ricu,) because he preferred that which was ori- 
ginally proposed.. He was not disposed, how- 
ever, to admit, with the mover, (Mr. CamBREL- 
ENG,) that there was danger of war from measures 
that the House would probably adopt in a few 
days, so as to affect the price of stocks. Mr. T. 
was inclined to believe there had been, or would 
be, such an increase of revenue. as materially to 
reduce the public debt, and presented an extended 
view of the subject in detail, arriving at the con- 
clusion that it would not realize the expectations 
that had beenentertained. He stated that the an- 
nual revenue from the customs had generally been 
at about the ratio of one dollar and fifty cents to 
each individual in the country ; and he thought 
there was no reason to expect a disproportionate 
increase hereafter. It would probably increase, 
only according to the increase of population. If, 
therefore, even the bill should pass, yet it would 
be found necessary to retrench, and he was satis- 
fied that retrenchment might be made to the ex- 
tent of a million of dollars, without any possible 
injury to the public service and safety. He thought 
the time was favorable, and he should vote for the 
bill, unless it should be shown that we could meet 
the debt without it. 

Mr. Batpwin remarked that this was the first 
time for many years in which Congress had gone 
intoan examination of its financial concerns; and 
that subject must always be important which af- 
fects the credit of the Government. In order to 
establish it on a firm footing, it was desirable to 
establish it, as a maxim, always to redeem our 
debts, at the time when they are redeemable... A 
great question then was, whether and how far the 
debt could be met'by the ordinary revenue of the 
Government; and he was disposed, from the best 
view he could take of the subject, to consider the 
proposition of the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Woop) to extend this bill to forty millions, as the 
better plan. As we had gone on for some years 
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past, the ‘Government has paid the interests of | The amendment was supported at considerable 


short stock, and the holder gets the benefit of long 
stock. The high price of our stock did not now 
depend so much on the great credit of our ‘Gov- 
ernment, as on the difference of exchange; and, 
although our revenue had increased, yet the de- 
bentures were stationary, and he could not view 
the state of our revenue in the same favorable 

oint of view as the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Smrra) seemed to ‘consider it. We were 
now as prudent men looking over the state of our 
accounts; and if we can now, owing to the rate 
of exchange and the peculiar state of the money 
market, reduce the interest from six and seven per 
cent. to five, we ought to do it. He should not 
further press the amendment he had offered some 
days ago, to include the two millions; for the 
House had refused it, and taken the pledge of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that it would be paid—the one-half this year, and 
the residue the next. He begged that fact might 
be remembered, and he hoped the pledge would be 
redeemed. He concluded by expressing his ap- 
probation of the bill, for, he believed, the more the 
subject was examined, the more clearly it would 
be frond that the revenue was not more than ade- 


quate to the current expenses of the Government. |.g 


Mr. Rusa made some further observations in 
opposition to the amendment; when the question 
was taken, and Mr. Ricw’s proposition was lost. 

Mr. Ricu moved to amend the amendment by 
inserting in the 7th line as follows: 


length by the mover, and opposed by Mr. Tucker 
of Virginia, and Mr. GORHAM; when the question 
was taken on the first branch of it and lost, and 
the residue was withdrawn by the mover, when 
the Committee rose and reported the bill to the 
House. 

In the House, Mr. CaMBRELENG proposed to 
amend the first section, by striking out all that 
part of it which follows the enacting clause, com- 
prising the same provisions with that which he had 
offered in Committee of the Whole, except redu- 
cing the sum from thirty to twenty-six millions, 
and directing the books to be opened from the first 
of May to the first of August. f 

Mr. Bucmanan said, he felt it to be his duty to 
express his decided opinion in favor of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
CAMBRELENG.) However unpromising might be 
its prospeet of succsss, he was so firmly convinced 
it ought to succeed, he would briefly state his rea- 
sons for his opinion. The principle of the bill, 
said Mr. B., is unexceptionable. If we could pay 
the debt, when it shall become due, that would be 
the most politic course. This is admitted to be 
impossible, even by those who are the most san- 
uine in their calculations respecting the revenue. 
After the $26,000,000 shall have been exchanged 
under the provision of this bill, the remainder of 
the war loans will be more than we will be able to 
pay as they become due. It therefore becomes a 
wise and prudent people to provide, in time, the 


And for thé six per cent. stock of the years 1814 ! means of keeping up the credit of the Govern- 


and 1815, to an amount not exceeding four millions 
of dullars, 


iment. We can now do this, and save, at the 
‘very least, an annual expenditure of interest of 


After a few remarks in support of the amend- | $260,000 from the time when the bill shall go into 
ment by the mover, and in opposition to it by | operation. The question, however, now is, be- 
Mr. CAMBRELENG, the question was taken, and the j tween the first section of the present bill and the 
amendment negatived. — | proposed amendment. Mr. B.said he was in favor 

The question then recurred upon the original | of the latter. The universal peace which followed 
amendment of Mr. Campretene, which was also ; the general war throughout Europe, had opened 


negatived—yeas 52, nays 78. 
o further amendment having been offered, the 
second section of the bill was read, when 

Mr. Van Wyck moved to amend the same by 
adding the following, after the 40th line in the 2d 
section : 

Provided, That, if the stockholders of the aforesaid 
six and seven per cent. stocks decline exchanging 
such stock for the five per cent. stocks, proposed in the 
bill, that it shall then be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, after the first day of January, 1823, to 


reopen the said subscription books, indiscriminately, | 


to the citizens of the United States, which books shall 
remain open until after the Ist day of January, 1824, 


| mercial enterprise. 


| the avenues of trade to all nations. By that means 
| much of the capital of our merchants had been 
i driven from commerce, and was vested in the pub- 
tye ; 
| lic funds. The price of money became cheap, be- 
į cause we had much more than was demanded to 
! carry on our commerce. Trade has, however, 
i been lately reviving, and the demand for money 
| is becoming greater. Should we realize all the 
| benefits from declaring the South American prov- 
inces independent, which-we anticipate, and should 
other events transpire, which are.at least probable, 
new channels of trade will be opened to our com- 
Delay upon this subject may 


and from which proposals the best terms shall or may | therefore be dangerous. We have every reason to 
be accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury. And | believe that the exchange could now be effected 
be it further provided, That no such stocks created, UPON very advantageous terms—-what will be the 
shall be subscribed for, transferred to, or owned by, a ; State of the money market by October “hext, it is 
foreigner, in a foreign country. ; impossible to foresee. The amendment contem- 
The question was taken on the proviso, and | Plates that proposals shall be received by the Sec- 
negatived without a division. Ttetary of the Treasury from and after the first of 
Mr. Mitwor submitted the following amend- : May next; the original section, not until October. 
ment to the 2d section: , | In this respect, Mr. B. thought the amendment 
` In line 19, strike out onc and insert three. : preferable to the bill as it then stood. The chair- 
In line-21, strike out two and insert six. ; man of the Committee of Ways and Means had 
In line 33, strike out three and insert eight. i thought the bill should not go into operation until 
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the 1st of October next, that the foreign holders of 
stock might have an opportunity of taking advan- 
tage of its provisions. Mr. B. said, he could not 
perceive upon what principle we should endanger 
the success of the bill, by waiting until they might 
have an opportunity of subseribing. He also pre- 
ferred the amendment for another reason. The 
five per cent. stock of the Government was now 
selling in the market at an advance higher, by be- 
tween three and four per cent., than the six per 
cent. stocks redeemable in 1825 and 1826. The 
bill, as it at present stands, will give the benefit of 
this premium to the stockholders of the Govern- 
ment, at the public expense. Why-should we ex- 
tend these advantages to any description of men 
< in the community? We should be just; it can- 
`" not be expected we will be generous to the public 
` creditors; because, by acting in this manner, we 
injure our constituents. A premium of three per 
cent. on the $26,000,000, proposed to be exchanged 
by this bill, would amount to $780,000. I hope the 
House are not prepared to give this large sum, with- 
out any equivalent, to the holders of the public stock. 
The amendment can do no harm. The Secretary 
has no power to make a worse bargain, under its 
authority, than under that of the original bill; he 
may, however, and in all human probability will, 
-make one that is much better. This bill, as it 
stands at present, presents a singular incongruity. 
‘The six per cent. stock, due in 1824 and in 1825, 
-is placed on the same footing, and yet the one is 
clearly more valuable than the other. They must 
‘both be exchanged for five per cent. stock on the 
same terms, and it is out of the power of the Sec- 
etary to make a different bargain in the one case 
tom the other. Mr. B. said he believed, if the 
amendment were adopted, it would be a clear 
saving to the country of between half a million 
and a million of dollars; and, under’ that impres- 
sion, he would call for the yeas and nays, that his 
vote might be recorded in the affirmative. 

: The amendment was further supported, after 
a modification, at the suggestion of Mr. Coox, 
by Messrs. Tucker of Virginia, and Goruam, and 
‘opposed by Mr. Rara, and Mr Smrru of Mary- 
land, when the question was taken and decided 
“by yeas and nays in the affirmative—yeas 109, 
ays 38, as follows: 

-Yzuas—Messrs. Alexander, Allen of Massachusetts, 
‘Allen of Tennessee, Baldwin, Barber of Connecticut, 
. Barber of Ohio, ‘Bateman, Baylies, Bigelow, Black- 
ledge, Blair, Borland, Brown, Buchanan, Burrows, 
Cambreleng, Campbell of Ohio, Cannon, Cassedy, 
Chambers, Cocke, Conkling, Conner, Cook, Crafts, 
Cuthbert, Dane, Darlington, Edwards of Pennsylva- 
nia, Edwards of North Carolina, Farrelly, Findley, 
Garnett, Gebhard, Gorham, Gross, Hardin, Harvey, 
Hendricks, Hobart, Hooks, Hubbard, J.T. Johnson, 
J. S. Johnston, Keyes, Lathrop, Leftwich, Lincoln, 
Litchfield, Little, Long, Lowndes, McCarty, McCoy, 
McDuffie, McLane, McNeill, McSherry, Matlack, Mat- 
son, Mattocks, Mercer, Metcalfe, Milnor, Mitchell of 
Pennsylvania, Moore of Pa., Morgan, Murray, Neale, 
Nelson of Massachusetts, Patterson of Pennsylvania, 
Phillips, Pierson, Pitcher, Plumer of New Hampshire, 
Plumer of Pennsylvania, Poinsett, Reed of Maryland, 
Rich, Rogers, Ruggles, Russell,- Sergeant, Sloan, 
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Arthur Smith, S. Smith, Alex. Smyth, Sterling of 
Connecticut, Sterling of New York, Stevenson, Stod- 
dard, Swan, Swearingen, Taylor, Thompson, Tod, 
Tomlinson, Tucker of Virginia, Van Wyck,. Wal- 
worth, Whipple, White, Whitman, Williams of North 
Carolina, Williams of Virginia, Williamson, Wilson, 
Wood, and Worman. 

Nays—Messrs. Ball, Bassett, Bayly, Campbell of 
New York, Condict, Cushman, Denison, Durfee, 
Dwight, Eddy, Edwards of Connecticut, Eustis, Ful- 
ler, Gilmer, Gist, Hall, Hawks, Holcombe, Jackson, 
F. Johnson, Jones of Virginia, Junes of ‘Tennessee, 
Kent, Kirkland, Moore of Alabama, Overstreet, Reed 
of Massachusetts, Rhea, Ross, Russ, Sanders, S, Smith, 
Spencer, Tatnall. Tucker of South Carolina, Vance, 
Woodcock, and Woodson. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG proposed an amendment to 
the second section of the bill, so as to make it 
conform to the amendment which had just been 
adopted in relation to the first. The amendment 
was agreed to. i 

Mr. MıLyor renewed the motion he had made 
in the Committee of the Whole, and ‘the three 
propositions it contained, being taken collectively, 
were carried—ayes 63, noes 58. . 

Mr. Lownpes made some remarks upon the 
necessity of framing the bill in such a manner as 
to equalize the premiums of the loans to be made, 
but, as his health had not permitted him to pre- 
pare any amendment calculated for that object, 
and as he had not anticipated the result to which 
the House had arrived, he suggested to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and: Means the 
propriety of moving to adjourn, that a proper pro- 
vision might be introduced upon that important 
subject; and, thereupon, the House adjourned. 


F'rmay; March 22. 


Mr. Kent, from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill to incorporate the’in- 
habitants of Georgetown, and to repeal all other 
acts heretofore passed for that purpose; which was 
read twice, and committed to the Committee of 
the whole House to which is committed the bill 
to repeal part of an act passed by the State of 
Maryland in the year 1784, and now in force in 
Georgetown, entitled “An act for an addition to 
Georgetown in Montgomery county.” 

Mr. Sererant, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill. from the 
Senate, entitled “An act to amend the laws now 
in force, as to the issuing of original. writs, and 
final process, in the cireuit courts of the United 
States within the State of Tennessee,” reported 
the same without amendment, and it was ordered 
to be read a third time to-morrow. ; 

Mr. SERGEANT, from the same committee, to 
which was also referred the bill from the Senate, 
entitled “An act supplementary to an act, entitled 
‘An act authorizing the disposal of certain dots of 
public ground in the city of New Orleans and 
town of Mobile,” reported the same-with an 
amendment to the title thereof, viz: strike out 
the words “ and town of Mobile >- which amend- 
ment was concurred in by the House, and it was 
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ordered that the said: bill be reada third time to- 
~mortrow. , = 
“Mr. Eustis, from the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, reported 
a joint‘resolution authorizing the delivery of rifles 
‘promised to Captain Aikin’s. volunteers at the 
siege of Plattsburg; which resolution was read 
‘twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole. i 

A motión was made by Mr. WaLker, that the 
House do ‘now proceed to consider the unfavor- 
able report of the Committee of Ways and Means 
‘on the petition of Julia Plantou ; and the question 

thereon being taken, it was determined in the 
negative. 

On motion of Mr. Henpricxs, the House agreed 
‘to ‘consider the report of the Committee of the 
Whole, striking out the first and only section of 
the bill for the relief of Benjamin Freeland :and 
John M. Jenkins. 

A debate of considerable length ensued upon 
‘the:question of concurrence with the Committee 
of the Whole in their report; in which ‘the con- 
currence ‘was opposed by Messrs. HENDRICKS, 
Cook, MALLARY, CHAMBERS, Moore of Alabama, 
"WALKER, and Sioan, and supported by Messrs. 
‘RANKIN, Hitt, Cannon, HARDIN, and Tomun- 
son, and decided in the affirmative—ayes 65, 
noes 61, and, consequently, ‘the bill was rejected. 

The Spzaxer laid before the House a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, on the 
subject-matter of the petition of eoir Simp- 
a which, on motion, was ordered to lie on the 
‘table. 

‘A'message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed bills of the following 
titles, viz: “An act for the relief of Holden W. 
Prout, administrator on the estate of Joshua W. 
Prout, deceased ;” and “An act for the relief of 
Andrew Mitchell ;” in which bills they ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

The Srraxer laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury on the petition 
of George Simpson ; which was read, and ordered 
to lie. onthe table. 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


The House again resumed the consideration of 
the unfinished business ‘of yesterday, (the bill to 
authorize the exchange of certain stocks.) 

Mr. Lownpss, after some ‘prefatory observa- 
tions, submitted the following amendment, to be 
inserted after the words “United States,” ‘in the 
22d line of the ‘first section: 

“ Provided, always, That, where different terms 
maybe offered for the exchange of the same stock, 


the Secretary of the Treasury shall allow to all the: 


subscribers of the same stock terms equally favorable. 
And provided, also, That the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury shall accept only such amount of subscription un- | 


der each loan as 'he may deem most conducive to the 
public interest ; but he may afterwards admit, at any 
time before the next session of Congress, a further 
subscription, on the terms of the subscription before 
Accepted, provided the whole amount shall not be more 
than twenty-six millions of dollars.” 


Mr. Tracy was apprehensive that this amend. 
ment would increase pe reipi objection to the © 
bill, by giving greater effect to the combinations `; 
of those who hold the stock which it is proposed 
to exchange. He was also opposed to it on a 
ground which applied, perhaps, equally well to 
the bill itself{—that this was nothing more nor less 
than a provisional loan of twenty-six millions; 
and he proceeded in an argument at considerable 
length, to show the inexpediency of such a loan, 
It was of greater amount than the Administration -- 
called for, and this amendment narrowed the fiel © 
of competition. j 

Mr. Lownpes made a small modification of hi 
amendment, and replied briefly to the observations 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Tracy,) 
and contended that the reverse of the position he | 
(Mr. T.) had taken, relative to the combination 
of the stockholders, would result from adopting 
the amendment; and -he contended that it would 
hold out an inducement to the:holders of stock in 
every part of the Union to.make a liberal bid ‘to 
the Government. 

Mr. Watwortx made.a few further remarks 
in opposition to the amendment; when — >. 

The question was taken thereon, and decided-in 
the .affirmative—ayes 65, noes 42. 

On the question whether the bill should be en- 
grossed for a third reading— 

Mr. TomLinson rose and said, that, when this 
bill was presented to the consideration of the 
House, he was inclined to favor its passage, but, 
by an examination of the subject, he had arrived 
at the conclusion that it ought not to be adopted. 
His mind had been brought to this result,:in con- 
sequence of the amendment adopted, on the mo- 
tion of the honorable member from New York, 
(Mr. Campretenc.) He had, he said, on a for- 
mer day, assented to that amendment, but more 
mature reflection had convinced him of his error... 
Thus circumstanced, he deemed it his duty briefly 
to explain his views of this matter, and he hoped.’ 
he should not be-considered by the House as un- 
necessarily prolonging a discussion’ which ‘had 
already occupied so much of its time. He said: 
he had uniformly advocated the policy of extin- 
guishing the debt of this country as speedily-as 
possible, and had hoped to see the day when the 
United States should present the solitary example 
of a nation unencumbered with the public debt. 
Sir, said he, need you be told that such a -nation 
will be secure in its institutions—will be ‘power- 
ful—will command the affections of its own citi 
zens and the respect of the world 2 

Against the doctrine, that “a ‘national debt isa 
national blessing,” he had heretofore protested, 
and Wwas-not now prepared to give it his sanction. 
Such a debt might tend to render stable a despotic 
Government, because it enabled such a Govern- 
ment to derive that support from the interest of its 
subjects, which it could not expect from their af- 
fections. But in our Government it is otherwise. 
Founded upon the great and just principles of lib- ` 
erty and self-government, to its permanency -the 
aid of a public debt is not necessary. The strong 
bonds of mutual attachment which now exist, 
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and he trusted ever would exist among the people 

‘öf the United States, would, he hoped, render 
| perpetual that form of Government, whose benign 
“4nfluence was so universally felt and acknow- 
“edged. 

“In 1820, Mr. T. said, when the national debt 
-Was reduced to $88,899,333 57, he thought he 
= saw a reasonable prospect of its further reduction, 

Wut he was sorry to be compelled to say that he 

had been disappointed in that expectation, and 
~ that the debt had, on the first of January, 1822, 
-“Fisen to $93,423,605 73, making, in the two years, 
. ön äncrease of $4,524,272 16. 

“What is now proposed, said he, by the bill as 
Amended? It is to effect a loan of $26,000,000, 
` payable, at the pleasure of the Government, in the 
“years 1831, 1833, 1836, and 1838. He used the 
“term loan, for that was the proper term. The 
peration proposed could ‘be considered in no other 
“light than a toan, for the purpose of discharging 
he debt which will be payable in 1825 and 1826; 
restricted, it was true, to stockholders, but not ‘the 
less objectionable on that account. Why, asked 
je, will you make this ides 0 ie gate to meet 
that pottion of the debt? hy not postpone it 
“until the debt shall become payable? Will it not 
Sthén ‘be in season to make provision for this pay- 
ent th case your income should be inadequate ‘to 
oit? : 
> Jt is urged by the honorable member from Mas- 
‘sachusetts (Mr. Gornam) that the credit of the 
‘Government is now good, and it is prudent to carry 
hat credit into market and now avail ourselves of 
<< But, sir, said Mr. T. what reason have you to 
pprehend that your credit will not be as high two 
ars hence as now? Is there any thing in our 
‘political or commercial relations which justifies 
` the belief that the credit of the Government will 

-depreciate? On the contrary are not those rela- 
. ‘tions such as to lead the mind most decidedly to a 
. ‘different result? The character of the nation 
< abroad is elevated—the ability of the Government, 
‘to-sustain itself against opposition from within, and 
‘assaults from without, has been fully and satisfac- 
totily tested. The resources of the nation are 
“known to be adequate to meet all its engagements. 
“No stock deserves to be considered, and none is, 
in fact, considered more safe than that of the Uni- 
ëd States. Ask foreigners, well informed and 
‘tandid; what they think of your credit, and, rely 
` “Gpon it, they will tell you that it is constantly ap- 
‘Apreciating and will continue to do so. Tell me 
not, then, that your stock will command a less 
premium in 1825, than it now does. Is it not pro- 
‘bable that the price of stock will be enhanced ? 
hould that event take place, it is arithmetically 
ertain that.you lose by the proposed exchange of 
Stock. This will not be denied. _ 

“Bat, Mr. T. said, if it be admitted that the value 
of money shall not appreciate, or, in other words, 
the rate of interest continue as it now is, and the 
‘five per cent. stock command in 1825 the premium 
which is now given for it, it is demonstrable, that, 
by the proposed measure, the Government will 
stain an actual loss. The five per cent. stock is 
‘low at nine per cent. above par, and the six per 


cent. at an average of six per cent. above par. 
Now, if you secure to the Government the differ- 
ence between the price of five per cent. and ‘the 
six per cent. stock, which will be three per cent. 
and you save one per cent. interest, for about two 
years, as this bill is to go into operation near the 
close of the present year; then, the whole gain to 
the Government, by this operation, will be but five. 
per cent. But should you wait until 1825, when 
the six and seven per cent. stock shall have become 
payable, those stocks, instead of being at six ‘and 
nine per cent. above, will be at par; that is, the 
Government will then have a right, by the terms 
of the original loan, to compel the holders of those 
stocks to receive their pay, and to surrender their 
certificates. If your creditshould then be as good 
as at present, and five per cent. stock command 
the premium which it now bears, the whole of 
that premium of nine per cent. will be gained by 
the Government, anda clear profit made to the 
nation of the difference between the premium thus 
‘secured, and the excess of Interest paid for two 

ears. The result then is, that, by deferring this 
oan until 1825, when your debt is payable,‘ clear 

rofit will accrue to the Government, of at least 
‘our per cent. on $26,000,000, amounting ‘to more 
than one million of dollars. This, he said, was 
atithmetically certain, if the credit of the Govern- 
ment remained the same as at present. If, the 
value of money be either depreciated, or the same 
as it now is, in 1825, then the Government ‘will 
certainly lose by adopting the present bill. This 
proposition seemed to him incontrovertible. Here 
then are twochances against you. In what event 
are you to gain? Only, in the very improbable 
one, that the price of five per cent. stock, in 1825, 
shall have experienced a considerable depression. 
What will produce this state of the money market, 
and thus increase the rate of interest ? Why, say 
gentlemen, our foreign commerce is increasing, 
and becoming more extended and profitable. South 


when the commerce of that country was at 
highest point of prosperity, the rate of interest was 


most depressed? Is not the same true of England, 
and every other distinguished commercial nation ? 


‘But, said Mr. T., if the expectations of gentlemen 


be well founded, and commerce should give that 


‘employment ‘to the capital of the country which 


is anticipated, will not the necessary and inevitable 
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an immense amount of stock, ata given period, 


t ill be : 
result be, that the revenue of the county all would be to diminish the value of it? The amend- 


increased? A prosperous commerce will fill the 


mium is to be obtained on stock when there is 
$26,000,000 in market. Sir, said he, this idea is 
perfectly fallacious, not to say visionary. The 
stockholders’and brokers understand this matter; 
they know that by sending a large quantity of a 
given article into market you reduce its price; and 
depend upon it, sir, their conduct will be influ- 
enced by that knowledge. 


< ernment to the present moment, has not experience 
‘shown, that the income of the nation has been 
aduated by its commerce? Does commerce 
Sourish q—then your Treasury is replenished. Is 
“it: depressed ?—the Treasury is in want of money. 
Tf then our commerce is to be so flourishing and 
extensive, as to ee a the capita) e the on 

; sury will be furnished by the customs ee 
ao the mican of paying this debt. In any as-} But this is not the most objectionable feature of 
pect, therefore, in which this subject can be viewed, | the bill, as amended. A general subscription of 
it was inexpedient to adopt the plan of converting | stock is authorized by that amendment, without 


Treasury... From the commencement of this Gov- | ment is indeed framed upon the idea thata pre- :: 


the present outstanding stock into stock irredeem- | designating the particular stock to be received, 
‘able for periods so long as those fixed in the bill | What is the consequence? What every man who 
now under consideraton. examines the subject with the least attention can- 


“Mir, T. said, he did not understand this subject | not fail to understand. The stock which is the 
very intimately, much less did he feel disposed to least valuable—the 6 per cent—will be subscribed, 


dictate a course to be pursued in relation to this. sub- | and the 7 per cent. left unextinguished, and bear- — 


ject; but it seemed to him that the mode most ex- ing interest until it shall become payable, and the 


` pedient for the Government was, to defer the whole | Government be in possession of the necessary: 


matter until 1825, when the war loan of 1813 will | funds to discharge it. f f 
‘be payable, and then, if no other mode could be de- In this, Mr. T. said, consisted the decided supe- 
‘yised for its discharge, to go into the market with | riority of the bill reported by the Committee of 


a loan for such portion of that stock as the Gov- | Ways and Means over the amendment under con- `: 
ernment shall not then possess means to pay. | sideration. The bill reported by that committee . 
Should this course be adopted, a fair competition | wisely requires that the $8,606,355 27 of 7 per > 
would be afforded, not only to the holders of stock, | cent. stock shall be exchanged and extinguished, :; 


as proposed by the present bill, but you would | The amendment leaves it optional with the hold- 
avail Paa of the additional competition | ers to subscribe that or any other stock. The 7 
create 

wish to invest in stock. In my judgment, said ‘he, at $106. Will the holders of stock then continue 
this is the proper course for the Government—it is | to hold their 6 per cent. and surrender the 7 per 


‘the fair and honorable course, and one which will | cent.? He did not believe the stockholders would 


stockjobbing, to which the amendment in its ope- | arithmetic, and will by a very easy process arrive 
ration would render it liable. Mr. T. said, he | at the result, that, by surrendering the 7 per cent. 


preserve the Government from the imputation of | be guilty of such folly. They understand plain 
was gratified to perceive, that, in theopinion which | in lieu of 6, they must inevitably lose 4 per cent. 


he had just expressed, he was supported by the | Will they doit? They are not apt to disregard — 
Secretary of the Treasury, given to this House in | their own interest; certainly they are not blind = 


his annual report, who might be considered as | to it. 


having some little knowledge on this subject, as | There were other views which might be taken ’ 


well as the honorable gentleman, by whose amend- | of this subject, Mr. T. said, but that which he had 
ment the only valuable feature of the bill had been | attempted to present to the House would induce 
destroyed. him to vote against the bill. 

` Mr. T. referred to the report of the Secretary of | After Mr. Tomuinson had concluded his re- 
the Treasury, for the purpose of showing, that, | marks— 

should such an exchange of stocks be deemed inex-; Mr. Dwieut, of Massachusetts, rose and observed 
pedient or impracticable, “a saving of equal, if | that he had on yesterday voted in favor of the 
“not greater extent, may be effected in the years | amendments (postponing still farther the redemp- 
t 1825, 1826, 1827, and 1828, by borrowing, at the į tion of the new stocks) which had been proposed 
“rate of 5 per cent. in the first and each successive | by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Miz- 
‘ year, a sum equal to the difference between the | Nor,) and which were adopted by the House. 


‘ing Fund applicable to its redemption; and thus 
‘a saving be secured to the extent of that differ- 
“ence by the latter process.” There is, said he, 


stated the reasons which had induced him to 
change that opinion. He thought it was a sound 
rule in public as well as in private affairs to defer 


by the capital which money lenders might | per cent. stock is at $109, while the 6 per cent. is» 


they CDs eyes Pac eg, 2 
Eo oie ekg ay Ek E a hate Ab uae, Fig es ip Boe Siege 


t amount redeemable and that portion of the Sink- E now moved to reconsider that vote, and briefly >; 


much wisdom in this plan. You borrow the mon- | payment of debts no longer than necessity requires; 
ey when you want it; you pay off your debt at | and he had become satisfied that in 1831, 1832, 
par; and by going into the market with a loan of | and 1833, we should he able to pay off these debts, 
a small amount you will probably secure a high | and he was therefore unwilling to extend them 
premium. But what does the amendment pro- | beyond those periods. There were but two rea- 
pose? To bring into the market $26,000,000 of | sons, he said, which had been or he thought could 
5 per cent. stock at one time. Does not every one | be urged in favor of the amendments of the gen- 
know that the effect of throwing into market such | tleman from Pennsylvania—the first, that the re- 
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sources of the Government would not enable them 
to redeem the stock to be created by the bill at an 
earlier period than 1838 ; the second was, that 
stock at 5 per cent., created according to the pro- 
visions of the original bill, redeemable in 1831, 
1832, and 1833, would not acquire sufficient value 
in the market to induce the holders of the 6 and 
7 per cent. stocks, redeemable in 1825 and 1826, 
to exchange such stocks for 5 per cents., redeem- 
able at no later period than 1833. In regard to 
the first of these reasons, he would undertake to 
show that, so far from the Government being un- 
able to redeem these stocks at an earlier period 
than 1838, there would be, upon the basis of the 
- present revenue, more than the sum of $9,000,000 
in each of the years 1831, 1832, and 1833, disen- 
gaged from any other objects contemplated by the 
act of 1816, creating the Sinking Fund, and appli- 
cable to none of the objects. of the Government, 
unless these stocks were (as he hoped they would 
be) made redeemable in those three years. Gen- 
tlemen, he said, by recurring to the annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, would be ena- 
bled to see a calculation by which the whole of 
the national debt, except the 3 per cents. of thirteen 
millions and a quarter, would be redeemed in 

` 1839, upon the basis of a sinking fund of 8,000,- 

000, commencing in 1825. If this calculation 

were correct, he might assume that the whole debt 

would be paid in 1837, provided the above sink- 
ing fund should be made applicable to that object 
as early as 1823. But gentlemen, he said, had asked, 
from what sources a sinking fund of $8,000,000 

‘was to'be obtained? He thought he could answer 

that question satisfactorily to every member of the 

House. 

It was apparent, that, out of the revenue of the pres- 
ent year, the Government had appropriated to the 
extinguishment of the interest and principal of the 
public debt, the sum of - - ~- $5,722,000 

Add to this sum the probable balances in 
the Treasury at the end of each year, upon 


the basis of the present expenditure - 1,000,000 
And the sum which will be raised annu- 

ally, by the correction of the duties - 1,500,000 
And the sum which will be, in 1824, disen- 
gaged from the payment of the deferred 

stock - - -= - - - - - 600,000 
And the sum which will, in 1827, be disen- 

gaged from the Navy appropriation - 500,000 

` And you have the sum of - - $9,322,000 


Here, then, he said, was a surplus of 9,322,000 
over the proposed sinking fund of eight millions, 
which surplus would be more than sufficient to 
counterbalance the deduction to be made on ac- 
count of the two last mentioned sums not being 
disengaged until 1824 and 1827. If, he said, he 
had shown, as he believed he had, incontrovertibly, 
that the Government would have surplus means 
to constitute a sinking fund of eight millions, ap- 
plicable to the public debt, in each of the succeed- 
ing seventeen years, the first ground taken in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had failed entirely. He would detain 
the House but to say one word upon the second 


ground, which he thought equally untenable. It 
would be seen by a recurrence to the prices of 
stocks, that our six per cents, created in 1812, re- 
deemable in 1825, were worth 105 to 106, while 
the sixes of 1815, payable in the year 1828, were 
now worth 116 to 111, and that the five per cents, 
payable in 1830, were worth as much in the màr- 
ket as either the sixes or sevens proposed to be ex- 
changed by the bill. There was, then, no neces- 
sity for going beyond the years 1831 and 1833, to 
effect the objects of the bill; and he hoped the 
House would agree to reconsider the vote, and’ 
subsequently to reject the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Mercer asked if it was in order to recon- 
sider a proposition after it had been amended ? 
and, if so, what would be the effect of such a re- 
consideration upon the amendment ? 

The Spraxer decided that the motion to recon- 
sider was in order. ae 

Mr. CaMBRELENG opposed the reconsideration, 
and replied to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Tomiinson.) 

The motion to reconsider was further supported 
by Mr. Smitx, of Maryland, Mr. Lownpes, Mr. 
Ruea, and Mr. Eustis, and opposed by Mr. Mir- 
nor and Mr. Bocuanan; when the question was 
taken, and the motion of Mr. Dwienr to recon- 
sider was carried. : a 

The amendments of Mr. Mitnor being then. 
before the House de novo, the question was taken 
on the same collectively, and they were negatived. 

Mr. Cornen then moved to adjourn; which 
motion was lost. 

Mr. Wiuuiams, of North Carolina, moved to 
reconsider the vote taken on yesterday, upon the 
amendment of the first section of the bill, as pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
CamBRELENG.) Mr. W. remarked that he should 
make no observations on the motion; and for his 
reasons he should refer to the remarks which had 
fallen from the gentlemen from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Tomuinson,) in which he fully concurred. 

The question was then taken thereon, and the 
motion to reconsider prevailed—ayes 77 noes 43. 

Mr. Mercer moved to adjourn. Lost. 

The main question on Mr. CamBRELENG’s 
amendment being now before the House— 

Mr. WaLworTH moved to strike out that part 
of it which had been added this morning asa 
proviso, on the motion of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Lownves.) 

This motion was also negatived. 

Several questions of order were then raised, as 
to the effect of the propositions, positively and 
relatively, as they now stood before the House; 
in which Messrs. WALWORTH, GORHAM, MERGER, 
Ricu, Lownpes, and CamBRELENG, expressed 
their views on the subject. es 

Mr. Coox moved to reconsider the yote by 
which the House had negatived the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. WaLwortn,) 
to strike out the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Lownpss.) 

The question being taken, the motion to recon- 
sider was negatived. ` 
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Mr. Coox moved to-insert, after the word..Trea- 
sury, in the first and nineteenth lines, respectively, 
the words, “under the superintendence of the 
-Presidentof the United States.” _. 

“Mr. Basserr opposed: the motion; and. the 
question being taken thereon, it was. also nega- 
tived, ; A “ 

Mr. FARRELLY renewed his motion to adjourn ; 
which was again lost. . 

The question. then recurred on the original 
amendment, as proposed by Mr. CamMBRELENG, 
and amended on the motion of Mr. LOWNDES. 

Mr: Serceant observed, that he would vote for 
the amendment, butagainst the bill altogether. He 
considered it in the light of a bet to be made be- 
tween the United States on the one hand, and the 
stockholders on the other, as to what would be the 
state of things in the year 1825, in which the odds 
were in favor of the latter. It was putting our 
wisdom in money matters against all the collected 
wit of the United States, and in a case in which 
the Government was bound, and the creditors left 
free. It was therefore an unequal bargain, for we 
must judge now, and they have all the chance of 
the ‘intervening period to aid their judgment. 
These calculations were their trade, but were. not. 
within the ordinary range of Congressional busi- 
ness; and he had.a further objection to the bill, 
that it was imperfect without the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. CAMBRE- 
LENG,) and that amendment required the proviso 
of the gentleman from.South Carolina, (Mr. 
Lownopss,) and the whole involved the Secretary 
of the. Treasury in a dilemma, in which it was 
not right toinvolve him, and. from which no ordi- 
nary good fortune could enable him to escape. 

he question was then taken on theamendment 
of Mr. CAMBRELENG, and negatived—yeas 36, 
nays 74. 

‘he original bill, asreported by the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, being now before the House— 

Mir. CaMBRELENG moved to amend the same, 
by “introducing his original amendment, in the 
form. first proposed, without the proviso of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Lownpes.) 

Mr. Rusa moved the previous question, but the 
motion was not accorded by the House—ayes 52, 

noes 55. 

Mr. F. Founson moved to lay the bill and 
amendment on the table. This motion was also 
negatived—ayes 50, noes 68. 

i Mir. Moore, of Alabama moved to adjourn— 
ost, 

Mr. CaMBRELENG withdrew his amendment, 
whereupon— : 

Mr. McDurriz again proposed it, 


was in order. 
The Speaker decided that the motion was. in 
order. 
“Mr. Moors, of Alabama, called for the yeas and. 
nays—but the call was not sustained by the House. 
-Mr..Rich moved to amend the amendment by 


annum,” the. words “the six per cent. stock of 
the year 1820 excepted.” 


This modification was assented to by the (now). 
mover. 

Mr. Ricu then further moved to amend the 
amendment by adding, as the second proviso, the. 
following : . 

“And provided, also, That of the seven per cent, 
stock, and of the six per cent. stock of the year: 
eighteen hundred and twelve, inclusive, no more than. 
twelve millions of dollars shall be exchanged in the 
manner provided by this act.” 

The. proviso was also accepted as.a modifica-. 
tion by Mr. McDurriz. 


The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and negatived by a large majority. i 

The main. question then recurred upon ordering: 
the original bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. Ricu called for the yeas and nays, which 
was. refused, and after a few remarks by Mr. 
Cuampsrs, in opposition to the bill, the question. 
was taken thereon, and the bill was rejected— 
yeas 61, nays 65. And then the House adjourned. 


SATURDAY, March 23. 


Mr. Smiru, of Maryland, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to which was referred the. 
bill from the Senate entitled “An act for the relief. 
of. Samuel H. Walley and. Henry G. Foster,” 
made a report thereon, recommending the rejec- 
tion. of the said bill; and the bill was committed. 
to a Committee of the Whole. 

The House took up and proceeded to consider: 
the report of the Committee of Claims, on the 
petition of James Randall and wife: whereupon, 
the petitioner had leave to withdraw his petition. 
and accompanying documents. 

On motion of Mr. Moors, of Alabama, the 
Committee on the Public Lands were instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
fair and equitable adjustment of titles.to lots in the 
town of Mobile; and titles to land derived from 
the Spanish and French. authorities, which have 
not been embraced by any former law, situated in. 
that part of Alabama called West Florida, and in 
the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river. 

On motion of Mr. Van Wyck, the Committee 
on the Public Buildings were directed to consider 
and report what disposition had better be made of 
the paintings by Colonel Trumbull, authorized by 
Congress. 

On motion of Mr. Bareman, the Committee on 
the Militia were instructed to inquire into the 


‘expediency of making further provision, by law, 


for the more equitable enrolment and’ faithful 


a : _ [return of the militia of the United States. 
Mr, Dwicut submitted to the Chair whether it | 


An engrossed bill from the Senate to amend 


-the laws now in force as to the issuing of originak 


writs, and final process in the circuit courts of the 


United States, within the State of Tennessee, was 
read a third time and passed. 


A bill from. the Senate for the relief of Holden. 


: “AMIC 2 I y | W. Prout, administrator of the estate of Joshua: 
inserting in the sixth line, after the words. “ per | 


W. Prout, deceased, was twice read, and com- 


mitted to the Committee of Claims. 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of Andrew. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. ° 


1358 


Marca, 1822. 


Exchange of Stocks—Orders of the Day. 


H: or R: 


Mitchell was read twice and committed to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STERLING, of New York, moved for a re- 

consideration of the vote taken yesterday on the 
bill for the relief of Benjamin Freeland and John 
M. Jenkins, when the question was taken thereon 
and negatived—ayes 52, noes 65. 
- On motion of Mr. Serceant, the House agreed 
to consider. the bill supplementary to an. act for 
the better organization of the courts of the United 
States within the State of New York; when 

Mr. Watworru moved. to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions 
so. to amend the same as to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a circuit court in the northern district 
of the State of New York. 

Mr. Sergeant made a few remarks in opposi- 

tion; when: 

Mr. Watwortx withdrew the motion to re- 

“commit with instructions, and proposed to recom- 
mit the bill generally ; when, on further motion of 
Mr. Seraeant, the bill was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

An engrossed bill from the Senate, supplementary 
to an act entitled an act authorizing the disposal 
of certain lots of public ground in the city of 
New Orleans and town of Mobile, was read a 
third time. 

Mr. Rankin expressed his doubts of the pro- 
priety of passing the bill without further investi- 


gation, and concluded his remarks by moving to:]: 
-. Tecommit it. to the Committee of the Whole, 


which, at the suggestion of Mr. Conpict, he: 
modified by moving that the reference be made to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

- The motion was further supported by Mr. Burt- 
LER, and opposed by Mr. J. S. Jounsron, Mr. 
. Sergeant, and Mr. Coox, when the question was 

taken thereon, and the motion negatived. 

On the final passage of the bill, it was opposed 
by Mr. Butter and Mr. Wituiamson, and, the 
question being taken thereon, the bill was passed. 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


Mr. Bayes moved to reconsider the vote taken 
yesterday upon the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to exchange stocks bearing an 
interest of five per cent. for certain stocks bearing 
> an. interest of six and seven per cent. He re- 
marked that the bill had been prepared with great 
care and attention, and after much reflection by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways. and 
Means, It had been decided upon, when nearly 
fifty members were absent, and he thought it but 
fair that it should be reconsidered. 

Mr. Coox observed that there were fewer mem- 
bers now in the House than at the time the vote 
was taken; he therefore moved that the motion 
be:laid on the table. 
`. The Speaker decided that the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Coox) was not in 
order, as.the motion to.lay on the table applied 
only.to. primary propositions. 

Mr. Haroin thought the object of the gentle- 
man from Illinois might be obtained, by. recon- 
sidering and then laying it on the table,and giving 


it a final disposition when the House. should; be 
more full. 2 

The question was then taken, and, the motion: 
to reconsider prevailed—ayes. 65, noes 61. 

Mr. Rich moved that the. subject be. post- 
poned for further consideration until Tuesday next:; 

On this motion, a debate of some length took, 
place, in which Messrs. J. T. Jonnson, Cone 
pict, Tomuinson, Ruga, Harpin,and Rica, took; 
part. 

Mr. Harpin moved to amend the: motion by: 
substituting Monday week for Tuesday next; but; 
the motion was negatived. E 

The question on Mr. Ricw’s motion was then: 
put and carried—ayes 77. 


ALTERATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. Mercer then called. for the consideration. 
of a resolution he had some days since submitted,, 
relative to the practicability of preparing a room, 
in the centre building for the accommodation of, 
the House. 

Mr. M. advocated the expediency of adopting. 
the resolution, and was followed by Mr. Smirx, 
of Maryland, on the same side, when 

Mr. TayLor proposed to modify the resolution: 
of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Mercer): 
in a manner which he hoped and presumed would, 
meet his assent. The modification was as. fol-. 
lows: ine Aa 

Resolved, That:the canvass covering the: Hall-of. the. 
House of Representatives be removed, under the. di~- 
rection of the Speaker. f 

Mr. Woopson was about to make some obser-. 
vations on the subject, when the SPEAKER re- 
minded the House that the period had arrived in. 
which it was no longer compatible, with the rule: 
recently adopted, to continue the debate: on. the: 
resolution, the hour having passed. eres 

Mr. Witutams, of North Carolina, moved that. 
the resolution and proposed: modification be laid 
on the table. o 

The question was taken thereon and lost; and: 
the Speaker decided that the question, (it being: 
past 12 o’clock,) was now from before the House, 
and a discussion: took place upon an appeal by 
Mr. Mercer on a point of order, in which the. 
mover and Messrs. Rich, Woop, Rusa, Wie 
LIAMS of North Carolina, Smita of Maryland,. 
Smytra, Epwarps of North Carolina, and AR- 
CHER, took part, when the decision was narrowed, 
and the appeal withdrawn. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit-- 
tee of the Whole on the report of the Committee. 
on the Post Office and Post. Roads in the case-of. 
Lemuel Fitch. need 

The report was unfavorable to the prayer of 
the petitioner, which was for exoneration from his. 
liability as a surety for Ivory Holland, a postmas- 
ter at Richfield, in the State of New York. 

Mr. Hawxs moved to amend the report by in- 
serting the word‘ not,” so.as to grant the prayer 


of the petition; but the motion.was negatived by 


a large majority.. 
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further amendment having been offered, the | which had been concurred in from the Senate. 
TAk ia and reported the same to the | And then the House adjourned. 

House, where the report of the Conme p the 
Post Office and Post Roads was concurred in.. . 
The House then again resolved itself into a ' Monpay, March 25. 
Committee of the Whole on the bill for the relief} Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, presented a memorial 
of James May and the legal representatives of | of James H. McCulloch, collector of the customs 
William Macomb, deceased, of Detroit, and on | for the port of Baltimore, complaining of the un- 
the bill for the relief of John Anderson, a certainty in the laws providing compensation for 


the Committee rose and reported the same sever- | the officers of the courts of the United States, and 
ally to the House without amendment, where the | of the various constructions given thereto, and 
reports were concurred in, and the said bills were | praying that the compensation of said officers 
respectively ordered to be engrossed for a third may be more precisely and definitely fixed in re- 
reading. lation to seizures under the revenue laws of the 

The House then went into a Committee of the | United States.—Referred to the Committee on 
Whole on a bill for the relief of Gad Worthing- | the Judiciary. 3 
ton, a bill for the relief of Solomon Porter, jr.,| | Mr. Wiuttams, of North Carolina, from the 
and a bill to remit the duties on a sword imported | Committee of Claims, to which was referred the 
for Commodore Macdonough, and reported the | bill from the Senate, entitled “An act for the re- 
same to the House without amendment, where | lief of Samuel Walker,” reported the same with- 
the said reports were respectively concurred in, | out amendment; and the bill was committed to a 
and the bills were ordered to be engrossed for a| Committee of the Whole. 
third reading. Mr. Wituiams, from the same committee, to 

The House then resolved itself a Committee of | which was referred the bill from the Senate, en- 
the Whole, on the bill from the Senate to author- | titled “An act for the relief of Matthew McNair,” 
ize the State of Illinois to open a canal through| reported the same without amendment; and the 
the public lands, to connect the waters of Lake | bill was committed to a Committee of the Whole. 
Michigan and Illinois river; also, on the bill to! Mr. McLane, from the Committee on Naval 

rovide for the examination of titles to lands lying | Affairs, to which was referred the bill from the 
Peircen Rio Hondo and the Sabine river, in the | Senate, entitled “An act for the relief of James 
consideration of which a discussion arose on al H. Clark,” reported the same without amend- 
proposition to amend the bill so as not to require ment; and the bill was committed to a Commit- 
the opinion of the register and receiver on the! tee of the Whole. f 
validity of the titles, but to authorize and require] Mr. BLACKLEDGeE, from the Committee on the 
them to collect the testimony thereto; in which | Public Buildings, made a report, accompanied by 
discussion Messrs. Harin, J. S.Jounston, Ran-| a bill making appropriations for said buildings ; 
KIN, and Cook, took part. The amendment was | which bill was read twice, and committed to the 
finally withdrawn, and Committee of the whole House, to which is com- 

Mr. Harpin moved to insert in the 27th line, | mitted the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
after the word “emanated,” the following : port of Government for the year 1822. 

“And it shall be the duty of the said register and| The House took up, and proceeded to consider, 
receiver to procure, receive, and record, all evidences | the report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
of fraud, or all other evidences which can be obtained | tition of Nathan Ford; whereupon it was ordered 
going to show that the claim set up is unfounded and | that the said report be committed to a Committee 
ought not to be confirmed.” of the whole House to-morrow. 

The amendment was adopted; also, on the bill! The House took up, and proceeded to consider, 
to authorize the State of Illinois to open a canal, | the report of the Committee of Ways and Means 
&c., (being of similar import with that acted | on the petition of Jonathan S. Smith ; whereupon 
upon, which came from the Senate,) the Com-/ it was ordered that the said report be committed 
mittee reported the first to the House without, | to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 
and the second with, an amendment, and on the The bill from the Senate, entitled “An act au- 
third, to sit again. f | thorizing the State of Illinois to open a canal 

In the House, the report of the Committee of through the publie lands to connect the Illinois 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate to author- | river and Lake Michigan,” was read the third 
ize the State of Ilinois to open a canal, &c., was | time, and passed. 
concurred in, and ordered to be engrossed for a} The bill to authorize the State of Illinois to 
third reading; and, after a brief discussion, the | open a canal through the public lands, to connect 
report of the Committee of the Whole (with the | the waters of Lake Michigan with the Illinois 
amendment) on the bill relative to the examina- river ; the bill for the relief of James May and the 
tion of titles to land between the Hondo and Sa- | representatives of William Macomb; the bill for 
bine rivers, the same was ordered to be laid on | the relief of Gad Worthington ; the bill for the 
the table; and the House refused to grant leave to | relief of Solomon Porter, jr; the bill to remit the 


sit again to the Committee of the Whole on the duties on a sword imported to be presented to Com. 
bill (originating in the House of Representatives) | T, Macdonough ; and the bill for the relief of 
to authorize the State of Illinois to open a canal, | John Anderson, were respectively read a third 
&c., the object of the bill being contained in that time, passed, and sent to the Senate. 
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On motion of Mr. Van Wyck, the Committee 
on the Public Buildings were instructed to in- 
‘quire into the expediency of abolishing the office 
of Commissioner of the Public Buildings; and 
also the expediency of transferring the duties of 
that office to the Engineer Department. 

* The Speaxer then stated the next business in 
order to be the resolution heretofore submitted by 
iMr. Mercer, with the modification proposed by 
Mr. Tav.or, which had occupied the attention of 
the House on Saturday, and the further consider- 
ation of which had been suspended. The SPEAKER 
‘remarked that his first impression had been that, 
by the rule of the House, the resolution was no 
longer before them, and could be revived only by 
‘being proposed anew. But from further reflec- 
‘tion, and having understood that the committee 
‘who reported the rule did not contemplate its be- 
ng placed from before the House, he was inclined 
to consider it as unfinished business; and he was 
‘the more satisfied with this construction (although 
it was a new case) from the consideration that 
the rule was intended to further the convenience 
of the House, and it would be more convenient in 
its practical operation to regard itas the unfinished 
‘business of the morning, than as being laid upon 
the table. 

~ A division of the question was called for by 
Mr. Sawyer, when the modification was adopted, 
‘and the original resolution negatived. ? 

Mr. Rem submitted the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Build- 
ings be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
wbstituting a glass ceiling for the canvass now cover- 
g the Hall. . ; 

“After a few remarks on the subject by Messrs. 
Rei, Mercer, and WaLworts, at the suggestion 
of Mr. Wruppie, and with the assent of the mover, 
> the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


FLYING MACHINE. 


Among the petitions this day presented was the 
following by Mr. Minor: 

“James Bennett, a mathematician of the city of 
Philadelphia, to the honorable the Senate and House 
of. Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, most respectfully showeth : 

. «Phat your petitioner having invented a machine 
by which a man can fly through the air—can soar to 
any height—steer in any direction—can start from 
any place, and alight without risk of injury; and 
whereas a like machine has never been invented. in 
any country or age of the world, so as to be applied to 
purposes of practical utility, and as it is more than 
probable that artificial flying would not, fora thousand 
“years to come, be brought to the same degree of per- 
fection, had not your petitioner, under Providence, 
accomplished it; and, as it must be evident to all that 
Letters Patent would be of little use to the inventor 
in cohsequence of various modifications or improve- 
ments which might be made, and which never would 
Have been. thought of, had not the way first been 
opened by your petitioner : He therefore solicits a spe- 
cial act of the Congress of the United States, to secure 
to him and his heirs for the term of forty years, or for 
such other term as in their wisdom may be deemed 
just, the right of steering flying machines through that 


portion of earth’s atmosphere which presses on the 
pars States, or so far as their jurisdiction may ex- 
tend. . 

“ By granting your petitioner’s request, the honor 
of the invention shall be conferred on the United 
States. 

“J. BENNETT, A. and M. 

« Poitapenvura, Feb. 13, 1822.” 

Mr. Mitnor moved to refer the petition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Seraeant opposed the motion. He said 
that that committee did not undertake to soar into 
regions so high. Their duties were nearer the 
a He moved to lay it on the table.—Nega- 
tived. 

Mr. Watwortx moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals.—Negatived. 

The question then recurred upon referring it to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which was re- 
sisted by Mr. SERGEANT, on the ground not only 
that it was above their reach, but also that they 
had so much business before them of a terrestrial 
character, that they could not devote their time 
to philosophical and erial investigation. S 

The motion was lost; when Mr. LITTLE re- 
newed the motion tolay it on the table.—Carried. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSION BILL. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill supplementary to the 
act to provide for persons engaged in the land and 
naval service of the United States in the Revolu- 
tionary war. 

Mr. Keyes submitted the following amendment 
to the first section: “and in all cases he shall be 
‘considered unable to support himself if he is over 
‘the age of sixty-five years, and his property does 
‘not exceed one hundred dollars.” 

Mr. Keyes observed that this was a bill sup- 
plementary to two acts passed by Congress.. The 
first was passed March 18, 1818, which was favor- 
able to a certain proportion of the American 
Revolutionary Army. The other act of Congress, 
which was in addition to the act of 1818, was 
passed May 1, 1820, and in my opinion, said Mr. 
K., it had torn outa part of the bowels of the act 
of 1818; for it gave one man authority to drop 
from the pension roll as many men as he should 
please—and it had been his pleasure to drop from 
the pension roll, in pursuance of said act, more of 
the old soldiers than the British, and their allies, 
the Hessians and Indians, ever slew in any one 
battle during the Revolutionary war. And the 
striking off of the pension roll, is the cause of so. 
many prayers and petitions being presented to this 
Congress from the old heroes—stating that they 
were wrongfully struck off the pension roll, and 
now begging Congress to restore them to said roll 
again; and I ask Congress, said Mr. K., what 
will you do with these old worthies? Time 1s 
short—I mean it is short with the remnant of that 
Revolutionary Army. Mr. Chairman, let us make 
a calculation. Many of that Army, In the year 
1775, were rising of sixty years of age forty-seven 
years ago. That would make this class of sol- 
diers one hundred and seven-years old. Where 
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are they, Mr. Chairman? They are all in their 
graves. No pensions are needed. for this class of 
soldiers. But, sir, generally speaking, that. Army 
-were from the age of forty-five to eighteen years 
of age. Take forty-five and add forty-seven 
years, since the commencement of that war, and 
it would make that class ninety-two years old at 
the present time. Iask where are they? They 
likewise are all in their graves, or nearly all, You 
will not have any pensions to give them, or, if any, 
but few. We will now speak of the youngest 
class, or nearly so—eighteen at the commence- 
ment of the war, forty-seven since, will make 
that class sixty-five. This class is in the evening 
of their days, and will you not afford them a little 
relief? Mr. Chairman, I was one of those Amer- 
ican Revolutionary rebels, as the British were 
pleased to call us, when we fought under the au- 
thority of the thirteen colonies, and I well remem- 
ber the cold and hunger, the fatigue and slaughter 
which that Army had to meet with. Yes, Mr. 
Chairman, that Revolutionary Army, under the 
confederated States, underwent every thing but 
death, in defending their country from the oppres- 
sion and tyranny of their mother country, and 
thousands and thousands of them were slain in 
that bloody and awful conflict. These old heroes 
were undoubtedly the bravest men that the world 
ever produced, ever since David fought Goliah, 
the Lion, and the Bear. And how, Mr. Chair- 
man, were these worthy soldiers paid for the great 
services they had rendered their country? I an- 
swer, they were paid in rags, made into Continen- 
tal bills, which bills represented gold and silver. 
But these bills were never redeemed, therefore the 
soldiers were never paid according to contract. 
But these old heroes, after they had spent. the 
glory of their days in defending the liberties of 
their country, sat down easy and contented. No 
murmuring—no complaint was heard from them. 
No prayers—no petitions were presented by them 
to Congress to give them pensions; and so the 
old heroes would have remained in their poverty 
until death, had not the Congress in March, 1818, 
of their own free will and accord, unsolicited by 
the indigent soldier, passed a generous law, invit- 
ing the soldier and sailor who were poor and 
needy, to come and take a pension for life. Con- 
gress pointed out the road: for them. to come; and 
what, said Mr. K., were the requirements of Con- 
gress in that bill? I answer, the a plicant was 
to make a declaration. under oath, before a United 
States judge, or one of the judges of the State, 
Territory, or county, where the applicant resided, 
stating his reduced circumstances, and need of his 
country’s help—the time he engaged in the United 
States service—the company, regiment, and the 
line of the Army he served in, the time and man- 
ner of his discharge from the Army, and what 
other proof was in his power to make; and when 
he had thus sworn under oath before the said 
judge, and made what other proof he, could—if 
the jadge was of the opinion he had served against 
the common enemy, according to the requirements 
of the act, and was in such reduced circumstances 
as to need the assistance of his country, the judge 


, 


was to transmit the testimony in the case, and the 
proceedings had thereon, to the Secretary of the, 
Department of War, and if he was satis led that 
the soldier. or sailor comes under the provisions of 
said act, it was his duty to put him on the pension, 
roll. And was this all, Mr. Chairman? No— 
there was a clause in theact which provided that, 
if any applicant gave false testimony in his decs. 
laration, he should be liable to indictment for wil. 
ful and corrupt perjury. And now I ask every, 
lawyer in this Congress the question, whether. 
there was any other legal way to have dropped: 
any soldier from the pension: roll, except to first 
convict him of wilful and corrupt perjury? And: 
Tam fully persuaded that every lawyer of good: 
understanding will join me in the opinion that: 
there was not any other legal way to drop any off. 
of the pension roll. 

Sir, I will also ask every farmer, merchant, or: 
mechanic, in this Congress, if there was any other- 
equitable way of dropping off these heroes from, 
the said roll? And I think I may say they will: 
agree with me. No, Mr. Chairman, the act of; 
18th March, 1818, brought rising of eighteen — 
thousand of the remnant of that Revolutionary: 
Army upon the pension roll; and who was tọ: 
blame? The old worthy heroes were invited to: 
come—and after they had taken a little refresh- 
ment of their country’s bounty, they state si 
were wrongfully dropped off the pension roll,, 
whilst others, under as good circumstances, were 
retained—and I submit it to Congress whether it ` 
is not cruel to feed a few of these old heroes, and: 
starve the rest, or leave it for their poor children 
to support them, or for the towns where they re- 
side, to be at this expense. I would rather repeal 
the act which invited the old soldiers to come and: 
take a pension, and let them all starve together, 
than to feed a part, and let the other part stand). 
and look on, and suffer. But, Mr. Chairman, you 
have put your Secretary of War into an awkward 
situation, and extremely difficult it must be for 
him to do justice in this pension business, to the: 
poor old worthy heroes; his living at such great 
distance from them, and not knowing their indi-... 
vidual wants and inability to provide for them.: 
selves, and his having to apply to the Attorney: 
General for his opinion was never intended, I pre- 
sume, by the act. I therefore, for the benefit of 
the Secretary of War, and for the sake of giving: 
relief to the poorest class of old soldiers, have: 
thought best to propose an amendment to this bill; 
that is to say, in all cases where the old soldier is: 
over the age of sixty-five years, and his property: 
does not exceed one hundred dollars, he shall be: 
considered unable to support himself, í 
Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to long speeches, 
and great waste of time, and will leave much for 
others to speak—and will only say, if there are: 
any of those old Revolutionary soldiers in Con- 
gress who know by experience the fatigues, dan-- 
gers, and hardships, which the Revolutionary. 
Army had. to endure fighting for independenee,, 
T hope they will speak, and let the young men of: 

ongress know by word of mouth, the suffering: 
of the old heroes of the aforesaid war; for the: 
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` young men who have been born since the begin- 
ning of the Revolution, know but little or nothing 
about it, only by reading the history ; and reading 
will give but, little information, compared with 
; enduring thé hardships of war. 


would be willing to give up the whole. He must; 
confess his surprise to find his. friend from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Cocke) among the advocates. of. 
this bill, who had at all times evinced such a dis- 
position to economize every department, and, to: 


Mr. Montcomery made some observations in i bring the expenditure within the means, of the: 


`; favor, of the general provisions of the bill, and an- 
- nounced his intention to submit the following 
< proviso : 

© Provided, However, that no person shall be restor- 
ed to the pension list, whose estate, clear of all en- 
“-eumbrance, shall be of the value of three hundred 
‘dollars or more: And provided further, That the 
evidence already submitted shall be deemed compe- 
tent, and to authorize such restoration. 


“My. Keyes withdrew his amendment to give 

-way for the proviso of the gentleman from Ken- 

tucky (Mr. Monreomery) which was thereby in 

order. 

© Mr. Cocxe had hoped this bill would be suffer- 
ed to pass, without any amendments or modifica- 

. tions to obstruct it. The Secretary of War, he 
< observed, was left to judge of the merits of the re- 
spective applicants, according to their circum- 
stances, and he thought this was a far preferable 
provision to that proposed in the amendment. 

. Mr. FARRELLY remarked that it was impossible 
to.do adequate justice by any general and uniform 
rule, and, therefore, it was much better to confide 
the matter to the discretion of the Secretary, who 
can adapt the extent of the relief to the necessity 
that requires it. 

Mr. Monrcomery replied, and suggested to try 
‘the principle of the proviso, by erasing the words 
“three hundred dollars,” so as to read it in blank. 
“Mr. Wooncock opposed the amendment, and, 
< among other remarks, observed that he had rather 

leave the discretion proposed to the officers of the 
~ Government, than to hold out inducements to the 
old soldiers to reduce their property to a sum so 
©: small as to obtain the relief comtemplated by the 
“act, and he thought the bill was sufficiently guard- 
ed to attain the benefits which it was intended to 
confer. 

Mr. Keyes made some further observations in 
support of the proviso. 

Mr. Reso, of Massachusetts, opposed it, and 
expressed. his apprehension that, if the gentlemen 
‘from Vermont and Kentucky (Messrs. Keyes and 
Montcomery) persisted in the amendment, they 
would defeat the bill, and he proceeded at some 
length in, support of the bill as originally re- 
ported. 

.A fter farther remarks by Messrs. MONTGOMERY, 
Coce, and FARRELLY, the blank was proposed, 
by the mover of the proviso, to be filled with the 
sam of two hundred and fifty dollars; and the 

jtiestion being taken, on the proviso as amended, 
the same was negatived. 
“Mr. ALEXANDER, of Virginia, said, in order. to 
try the sense of the House as to the principle of 
the bill, he would move to strike out the first sec- 
tion, which was extremely obnoxious to him. He 
was not so much opposed to. the second, which 
resulted from the necessity of the case; but rather 
than gain that at the expense of the other, he 


Government. It was not so surprising. to find. 
a support elsewhere, when he recollected, at a. 
former period, that every effort was made to de- 
stroy the provisions of the last act upon the sub- 
ject, which, however reluctantly, gentlemen are: 
obliged to admit have been extremely salutary. 
No one ever thought, under the original act, we 
should. be compelled to appropriate three mil- 
lions of dollars to carry it into effect. And no 
one can take upon himself to say—not even the- 
gentleman from Tennessee—if the bill passes in 
its present shape, that we shall not be called upon 
to add five hundred thousand or a million to the- 
present fund for this purpose. These contingen-. 
cies, like some others, will be presented at a time 
when we are least prepared to meet the demand, 
and will have to be put down under the head of 
deficiencies. And I do deem it of some conse- 
quence to know what will be the probable esti-. 
mate, if gentlemen are determined to. entail this 
system upon the nation. The amount, however. 
out of the question, and I am opposed to the bill. 
in principle. 

Gentlemen may call it by what name they please,. 
it is little else than the original act itself, fable to 
the same. system of. fraud, perjury, and corrup- 
tion, which have heretofore been practised upon 
the Government. For, sir, what is the character 
of it? It provides that “in all cases where per- 
t sons are stricken from the pension roll, and they 
‘are afterwards from any cause so reduced in cir- 
cumstances as to be incapable of supporting them-. 
“selves, they may be permitted to come.in and; 
‘ take advantage of the act passed in 1820.”.. And, 
my word for it, there’ will be scarcely one who 
will not bring himself within the rule; for we 
know how easy a matter it is for an, individual,. 
if you prescribe to him the nature of the evidence 
required, to make out his case. Itis in fact an 
invitation—nay, an encouragement—to those who, 
with a proper share of industry and exertion, are, 
capable of supporting themselves and family, to 
get rid of the little property which they have as 
an encumbrance, by putting it to hazard in dissi- 
pation or any other way, provided it does not, 
appear to be done with a fraudulent intent; and 
(as the ingenuity of man is always capable of the 
task) well knowing that, let the worst happen, 
they can here take the benefit of the insolvent act, 
by which they will be placed in a more solvent 
condition. me 

I do not say that it will be the case with all of 
them, but that it will with the greater. part there 
is every reason to believe, notwithstanding your 
oaths, your schedules, and every thing besides ; 
particularly when we have been told that-an indi- 
vidual who once claimed the honor of a seat on 
this floor, and it is presumed stood well in the 
confidence of the people, felt no scruples upon this 
subject. And with such high examples before 
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their’ eyes, isit at all wonderful. that they who 
move ina much humbler sphere should equally 
disregard the solemnity and obligation of an oath? 

I do not mean to disparage the claim of the 
Revolutionary soldier, but, as my honorable col- 
league (Mr. RanpoLpn) very properly remarked 
on a former occasion, it is disparaged by the very 
act itself. For you know, sir, itis one thing to 
face your enemy, and another: to turn your back 
upon him; and no one will pretend to say, that 
these are equally deserving the affections of the 
American people. ; 

Gentlemen tell us that the Revolutionary sol- 
dier is fast hastening to his home; and the one 
who spoke first in this debate (Mr. Keyes) under- 
took to prove—what is reduced to almost arith- 
metical certainty—that the first enlistment is fairly 
off the stage, and the last well turned of sixty, 
and a few more days will light their “way to 
dusty death.” Yes, sir, abitur et labetur is applied 
to the progress of time, and I wish it may not with 
some propriety be applied to the Revolutionary 
course of the soldiers; for in truth, from the evi- 
dence before us, they put me very much in mind 
of the buckram gentry, who, instead of diminish- 
ing, multiply in a geometrical ratio. The system, 
sir, is wrong in itself; and the more it is attempted 
to be mended, the worse it is for the nation. 

Mr. WHIPPLE regretted that a bill of this sort 
should have occasioned debate, but he thought 
the gentleman last up had mistaken the object of 
the bill. Its only purpose was to restore the law 
to the situation in which it stood, prior to the de- 
cision of the Attorney General on the subject; and 
he extended his remarks in favor of retaining the 
first section. 

Mr. Cocke explained at some length the views 
of the committee in reporting the bill, and, after 
further remarks by Messrs. Smiru, of Maryland, 
Wuiepir, Rem, and Watworts, the question 
was taken on Mr. A.’s motion, and negatived. 

Mr. Waker moved to amend the second sec- 
tion so as to extend the provisions of the section 
to justices of the peace, but the amendment was 
negatived. 

Mr. WuiprLe moved to strike out all the part 
of the third section which follows the word “ en- 
acted,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words: 


“ That pensions granted upon schedules made sub- 
sequent to the passing of this act, shall commence 
from the time such schedules shall be filed in court.” 

The amendment underwent some discussion, in | 
which the mover and Mr. Smits, of Maryland, 
took part, when, 

Mr. Coox proposed to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
Wuipp.z) by adding thereto, as a proviso, the 3d 
section as originally reported in the bill. The 
question being taken thereon, the motion was lost. 

Mr. Ricu then submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

s“ Provided, That any pension which shall be grant- 
ed in conformity with the provisions of this act, and 
upon evidence heretofore exhibited, shall we | 


from the fourth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-two. 


mover, Mr. Smırs, of Maryland, and Mr. Tracy 


participated ; but, before a decision, 

Mr. FarReLLY moved that the Committee rise 
and report, which was refused. 

The subject was further discussed by Mr. Fag- 
RELLY and Mr. Cocke; when the question was 
put, and carried in the affirmative. 

Mr. Cocke moved to amend the first section b 
inserting, after the word “ pensioners,” in the 13t 
line, the words “shall have heretofore furnished, 
or hereafter shall furnish,” &c.; when the ques- 
‘tion was taken, and the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. Henpricxs moved to amend the bill by. 
adding thereto, as a second section, the following; _ 


« And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of’ 
War shall be authorized to place on the pension list’ ~ 
such applicants (being in all other respects embraced 
by the existing laws) as were rendered incapable of 
active service for the term, or part of the term of their 
enlistment, by reason of wounds or disabilities received 
while in the line of their duty.” 


The amendment was supported by the mover; 
when the question was taken thereon and neg- 
atived. 


Mr. Cusuman proposed the following as an ad- 
ditional section: > 

And be it further enacted, That every officer and © 
soldier of the Revolutionary army, not embraced by 
the provisions of the pension act of 1818, who engaged 
or enlisted for three years or during the war, prior to 
the year 1780, and served out the time for which he 


engaged, or was honorably discharged, shall be entitled ` 
to receive, if an officer, 


commissioned officer, musician, or private soldier, —— 
dollars, per month, during his natural life. 4 

In support of this amendment— 

Mr. Cusuman said, the object of the amendment © 
was to extend the bounty and justice of the nation | 
to that portion of the Revolutionary army which 
he considered the most deserving. This portion, 
he said, engaged in the war without bounty, and 
served virtually without pay. It endured the great- 
est hardships, fought the battles for liberty, and 
achieved the independence of the country. He 
would not pretend to do it justice by any praise 
he could bestow. It might suffice to say, that no 
army ever deserved better of any country ; none 
under circumstances so discouraging ever per- 
formed more glorious achievements ; none ever 
better supported the character of a patriot army. 
But I repeat, said Mr. C., that I will not expatiate 
on the merits of the Revolutionary army. Its 
prowess, its fortitude, and its exploits, are recorded 
in history and applauded by the civilized world. 
These speak more forcibly in its behalf than the 
most finished eulogiums. ` 


dollars, and if a non- |” 
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The amendment was opposed by Mr. Cocks 
and Mr. Rxrea, and lost. 

Mr. Watxer submitted, as a further section, 
the following : 

“And be it further enacted, That when any appli- 
cant, whose name does not appear on the rolls of the 
State in which he enlisted, establishes by his own 
oath, accompanied with other corresponding circum- 
stances, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 
that he did serve faithfully nine months or more, du- 
ring the Revolutionary war, he shall be placed on the 
pension list: Provided, however, That the judge or 
other officer before whom the evidence is taken shall 
certify, that, from the moral character of the applicant, 
no doubts exist of the truth of his declaration.” 


The amendment was supported by the mover, 
, and lost. 
Mr. Cannon then submitted, as a further sec- 
tion, the following: 
“And be it further enacted, That all those who 
have performed nine months’ service on one or more 
tour or tours of duty in the militia or volunteer service 
during the Revolutionary war, shall also be entitled to 
. the benefit of this act, and also the acts to which this 
.is'a supplement, under the same rules, regulations, 

and restrictions, as are provided for those of the Con- 
; tinental service.” 


. The amendment was supported by the mover, 
and opposed by Mr. WHIPPLE, when the question 
. was taken thereon, and the motion was negatived ; 
“and thereupon, on motion of Mr. Cocke, the Com- 
:- mittee rose and reported the bill as amended. 
: In the House, the amendments reported by the 
Committee of the Whole were respectively con- 
curred in. 
“Mr. Wiutams, of North Carolina, moved to 
“Insert the words “the justices of the peace,” to 
take the evidence of application, &c., in addition 
to judges. 

Mr. Coox proposed to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words “of the peace” after 
‘the word “justice,” and to insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ of a court of record.” 

This modification was assented to by the mover, 
but was opposed by Mr. Reen and Mr. Wriaurt, 
and supported by Mr. Coox and Mr. GILMER ; and 
the question being taken thereon, the amendment, 
as modified, prevailed. 

i Mr. ALEXANDER moved to adjourn, which was 
iost. 

© Mr. McCoy moved to lay the bill on the table, 
which was also lost; when the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


' Torspay, March 26. 


Mr. Rankin, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was ‘referred. a bill which 
originated in this House, “to provide for paying 
to the State of Missouri three per cent. of the net 
proceeds arising from the sale of the public lands 
within the same,” and which bill was returned 
from the Senate with an amendment, embracing 
also the States of Mississippi and Alabama, re- 

ported the same with an amendment to the amend- 
; ment of the-Senate, to the following effect: 


“ That no part of the three per cent., &c., shall be 
paid to the States of Alabama or Mississippi, until the 
sum of $1,250,000, stipulated to be paid by the United 
States to the State of Georgia, for the cession of the 
Mississippi Territory, &c., nor until the whole of the 
Mississippi stock shall have been redeemed.” 

This amendment was adopted, and the amend- 
ment of the Senate, thus amended, was concurred 
in. 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the bill 
from the Senate, entitled “An act to amend the 
act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of 
the United States,” and that the said bill be re- 
ferred to the select committee appointed on the 
memorial of the president and directors of the 
said bank. 

The Speaker laid before the House two pamph- 
lets which had been transmitted to him as Speak- 
er, by Monsieur Franclieu, a citizen of France, 
containing a projet for the protection of the lib- 
erty of the press, which he desired to be laid be- 
fore the House of Representatives. They were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Buackiepcs, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, made a report, recommending 
the appointment of a joint committee of the two 
Houses, to inquire and report upon the proper dis- 
position of the paintings executed by Colonel 
Trumbull, under the authority of Congress; which 
resolution (being a joint one) was twice read and 
‘ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion of Mr. Hut, the House proceeded to 
the consideration of a resolution submitted by him 
some days since, relative to the distribution of 
certain books, and proposed a modification there- 
of, so as to inquire into the expediency of pur- 
chasing a suitable number of the sixth volume of 
the Laws of the United States, which had been 
recently published, for the use of the publie Li- 
brary and of the members of the present Con- 
gress. 

Mr. Ricu moved to amend the same by striking 
out the words “and the members of the present 
Congress.” The motion was lost, and the ques- 
tion being put on the resolution, as modified, it 
was adopted—ayes 55, noes 46. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, stating the progress 
that has been made in the settlement of the arrears 
in the accounts of the Post Office Establishment, 
and, also, the difficulties which have interfered in 
the final liquidation thereof; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. t 

The House took up and proceeded to consider 
the report of the Committee on the Public Lands, 
on the memorial of Stephen P. Chazotte, and 
others, composing the East Florida Coffee Land 
Association ; whereupon, it was ordered. that.the 
said report be committed to the Committee of the 
whole House, to which is committed the bill grant- 
ing to the State of Alabama, and to the Territory 
of Arkansas, the right of pre-emption to certain 
quarter sections of land. E 

Mr. Eustis, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made a report on the Georgia militia 
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claims of 1792-344, adverse to the allowance of 
the same; which, on motion of Mr. E., was or- 
‘dered to lie on the table. i 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
thatthe Senate have disagreed to the amendment 
of this House to the title of the bill supplemental 
toan act, entitled “An act authorizing the disposal 
of certain lots of public ground in the city of New 
Orleans and town of Mobile,” and they have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to continue in force, ‘An 
‘act declaring the consent of Congress to acts of 
the State of South Carolina, authorizing ‘the city 

“council of Charleston to impose and collect a.duty 

on the tonnage of vessels from foreign ports; and 
to acts of the State of Georgia, authorizing the 
imposition and collection of a duty on the ton- 
nage of vessels in the ports of Savannah, and St. 
Mary’s,” in which they ask the concurrence of 
this House. 

The House then again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
on the bill concerning the commerce and naviga- 
tion of Florida, which was reported to the House 
without amendment, when the same was ordered 
to a third reading. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or Taz Unirep States on the subject of the mili- 
tary fortifications at Dauphin Island and Mobile 
‘Point, accompanied by sundry documents. The 
Message and documents were read, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and the 
Message was ordered to be printed. 

_ [For this Message, see Senate Debates, March 
27, ante page 345.] 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


The House then agreed to consider the bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
change certain stock bearing an interest of five 
per cent., for certain other stocks bearing six and 
seven per cent. 

Mr. S. Smiru, proposed certain amendments to 
the bill, in order to meet the wishes of other gen- 
‘themen—the effect of which, if agreed to, will be 
to include'in the stocks to be redeemed by five per 
cent. stock, the six per cent. stocks of 1814 and 
ee in addition to what is already embraced by 
the DUI. 

The amendments were ordered to be printed, 
and the further consideration of the bill postponed 
to Thursday next. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSION BILL. 


An engrossed bill, entitled “An act supplemen- 
tary to the acts providing for the relief of certain 
persons engaged in the land and naval service of 
the United States-in the Revolutionary war,” was 
read the third time. 

And, on the question, ‘Shall the said bill pass? 
it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 128, 
nays 23, as follows: 

Yxas—Messrs, Allen of Massachusetts, Allen of Ten- 
hessee, Baldwin, Ball, Barber of Ohio, Baylies, Black- 
‘ledge, Borland, Brown, Buchanan, Burrows, Butler, 
Cambreleng, Campbell of New York, Cassedy, Cham- 
bers, Cocke, Colden, Condict, Conner, Cook, Crafts, 
Cushman, Cuthbert, Dane, Darlington, Denison, Dur- 


fee, Dwight, Eddy, Edwards of Pennsylvania, Findlay, 
Fuller, Gebhard, Gist, Gorham, Gross, Harvey, H awks, 
Hemphill, Hendricks, Herrick, Hill, Hobart, Holcombe, ~ 
Jackson, J. T. Johnson, Kent, Keyes, Kirkland, La. 
throp, Leftwich, Lincoln, Litchfield, -Little, ‘Long, 
Lowndes, McCarty, McLane, McNeill, McSherry, 
Mallary, Matlack, Matson, Mattocks, Mercer, Milnor, 
Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Montgomery, Moore of Penn- 
sylvania, Morgan, Murray, Neale, Nelson of Virginia, 
New, Newton, Overstreet, Patterson of New York, Pat. 
terson of Pennsylvania, Phillips, Pierson, Pitcher, Plu- 
mer of New Hampshire, Poinsett, Rankin, Reed of 
Massachusetts, Reed of Maryland, Rhea, Rich, Rogers, 
Ross, Ruggles, Russ, Russell, Sergeant, Sloan, S. 
Smith, W. Smith, Spencer, Sterling of Connecticut, 
Sterling of New York, Stevenson, Stewart, Stoddard, 
Swan, Taylor, Tod, Tomlinson, Tracy, Trimble, Tuck- 
er of South Carolina, Tucker of Virginia, Upham, 
Vance, Van Rennselaer, Van Wyck, Walker, Wal- 
worth, Warfield, Whipple, White, Williamson, Wil- 
son, Wood, Woodcock, Woodson, ‘Worman, and 
Wright. ` 
Naxs—Messrs, Alexander, Archer, Bayly, Burton, 
Campbell of Ohio, Cannon, Edwards of North Caro- 
lina, Garnett, Gilmer, Hooks, McCoy, McDuffie, Met- 
calfe, Moore of Virginia, Moore of Alabama, Reid óf 
Georgia, Sanders, Sawyer, Arthur Smith, Tatnall, 


Thompson, Williams of North Carolina, and Williams 
of Virginia. 


EXPENDITURES ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. Newson, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 7 
mittee on Expenditures on the Public Buildings, 
made the following report: 


The Committee on the Expenditures on the Public 
Buildings, report: That it appears from the statement 
of the Commissioner of the Public Buildings, laid be- 
fore the Committee, that his disbursements on account 
of the centre building of the Capitol, during the year 
1821, were as follows, viz: 


For materials - - - - - $32,209 50 
For freight, wharfage, drayage, tools, 

smith’s bill, fuel, stationery, &c. - 7,922 49 
For compensation to architect, clerk, and . 

three persons at the head of carvers’, 

stonecutters’, and carpenters’ depart- 

ments +- - - - - - 8,250 00 
For labor, including pay of five persons 

employed as foremen and overseers - 53,982 30 
Amount expended on centre building of 

Capitol, in 1821 - - - - $102,314 29 
And there was expended -upon the Pre- 

sident’s House, in the same year, the i 

sum of - - - - - - 5,405 32 
For old Executive offices - - - 5,736 67 
For ground round the Capitol - ~ 2,017 56 
Amount expended on the public build- 

ings and Capitol square, in 1824 - $115,473 & 

Appropriations. 

March 3, 1821. For the work on cen- 

tre building of Capitel, in addition to 

unexpended balances of appropria- 

tions to other buildings - - - -$80:000 00 


January 1, 1821. The unexpended bal- 
ance of former appropriations for the* 
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centre building, as appears by the 


bu is well known; they have not the advantage: of 
-Commissioner’s letter, of the 25th of 


the earliest information. Indeed, it was by mére 


January, 1821,was- - - _- 35,664 19 | accident that they ever knew any. thing about the 
The unexpended balance of appropria- acts of Congress. Some, :however, had been ap- 
- tions of the llth of April, 1820, for prized of it through their friends or otherwise, and 
_ wings of Capitol and Senate Chamber, have applied and received the benefit-of the law; 

transferred by act of 3d March, 1821, 993 28 others have now applied, but unfortunately too 
Pres 3. 1819. For coverin decla “° | late, the law having expired. I hope it will not 

Ex ecutive offices with is -10.000 00 be the sense of the House to reject their claims, 

$ March 3, 1821. For covering the roof merely because they have not applied within a 
of the President’s House with copper 7,845 00 | Certain day. We may reasonably suppose that all 
-March 3, 1821. For graduating and would have applied as soon as convenient after 

' improving the ground around the they knew of the law. There was one case that 
Capitol - iS : a 5 j 2,000 00 | had come within his knowledge, and to which it 

F eaa | had become his duty to attend to, wherein all the 
Amount applicable to public buildings - necessary papers had been made out but -one, 
‘and Capitol square, in 1821. - - $136,502 45 | which was the relinquishment to the right of land, 


‘From the foregoing statement it will be perceived 
that, with the exception of a- small excess in the dis- 
bursement on Capitol square, the expenditures have 
‘been kept within the appropriations ; that, on the Ist 
January, 1822, there was an unexpended balance of 
appropriations for the centre building and wings of the 
‘Capitol, of $14,343 16, applicable to the work on 
the centre building; and that the amount of the 
‘Sums expended upon ‘the President’s House, the old 
Executive offices, and the ground around the Cap- 

1, in 1821, is less -by $6,685 45 than the amount of 
‘ppropriations for those objects, by the acts of the 3d 
‘öf ‘March, 1819, and the 3d of March, 1821. An-ap- | 
‘propriation of $700 by the act of the 3d-of March, | 
1821, for improvements in the Senate Chamber, and | 

in the Hall of the House of Representatives, and in | 
_the Library, is not embraced in the above statement. | 
The committee are of opinion ‘that the materials | 


and consequently the petitioners were denied that 
which was intended for them by the law. Tf 
Congress should now refuse to revive the law, the 
prospect that has been held out to those poor- 
women and children by this law, will not only be 
blasted, but the expense they have been at in pre- 
paring their papers, will be lost; he therefore 
hoped the resolution would be adopted. 

After receiving a modification, at the suggestion 
of Mr. SERGEANT, by assent-of the mover, the ob- 


ject of which was to refer the subject to the Com- 


mittee of Revisal and Unfinished Business— 

Mr. McCoy moved that the resolution be:or- 
dered to lieon the table; which motion was nega- 
tived, and the resolution was adopted.. 


GOVERNMENT OF FLORIDA. 
The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 


ere purchased at moderate prices; that the labor | tee of the Whole on the state of the Union on a 
‘was procured -on reasonable terms ; and that the work | bill from the Senate to establish a Territorial 


has been executed in a substantial and workmanlike | government in Florida. 


manner. 


‘The report was, on motion of Mr. Netson, or- 
‘dered to lie on the table. 


PENSIONS TO WIDOWS, &c. 
Mr. Lone submitted the following resolution : 
< Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reviving 
and-continuing in force the law that allows half-pay 
pensions to the widows and children of deceased sol- 
diers of the late war. 


Mr. Lone observed that, notwithstanding the 
justness of this proposition, he was aware that it 
would probably meet with opposition, inasmuch 
‘as it would be attended with some little expense, 
if acceded to. But he felt a degree of confidence 
that this House, on a little reflection, would not 
be disposed to reject it. By this resolution, it is 
proposed to revive and-continue in force a law 
that was mage, no doubt from the purest motives, 
for the benefit of surviving widows and orphan 
children of deceased soldiers, who died in the ser- 
vice during the late war, but now, within a very few 
days past having -expired, before all that it was 
intended for have had the benefit of it. It may 
be said that-they ought to have applied before the 
law expired, as there was sufficient time. But the 
situation of those unfortunate women and children 


| 


Mr. HıLL proposed to insert in the 20th line of 
seventh section, after the word “ court,” the words 
“who shall reside in or near St. Augustine and 
Pensacola, respectively.” The amendment ‘was 
supported by the mover,.and opposed by Messrs. 
SERGEANT and Moors, of Alabama, when ‘the 
question was put, and the ‘amendment negatived. 

Many amendments were proposed and consider- 
ed; among which were two by Mr. Sanvers, of 
North Carolina, which gave rise to some debate, 
cone of which was withdrawn by the mover, and 
the other was adopted. Among the gentlemen 
who proposed or spoke to amendments, ‘were 
‘Messrs. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, Burton, RĦEA, 
and many others. 

Mr. Monreomery, after a few prefatory re- 
marks, submitted, as a substitute for a section 
which it was-proposed to strike out, the following: 

And be it further enacted, That all the principles ‘of 
the United States ‘Constitution, for the security: of 
civil and religious freedom, and for ‘the security of 
property, and the sacredness of rights to‘things-in ac- 
tion; and all the prohibitions to legislation, as well 
with respect to Congress as the Legislatures of the 
States, be, and the same are hereby declared to be, ap- 
plicable tothe said Territory, as paramount acts. 

Before any decision thereon, Mr. CoLpen sub- 
mitted an amendment to.be inserted in the 11th 


w 
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i i i i i ited States; it appears necessar 
line, on which a question of order arose, in which | zens of the United ; it ay 

Messrs. Anonn, Binnoue, Monteomery, and | and consistent with the Constitution of the United 
Hit, took part, when the Chairman decided that | States, that the sovereign people shall, by the 


the motion of Mr. Cornen was in order. 

Mr. Sbreeanr suggested to the mover that the 
object of the motion was fully provided for in 
other parts of the bill, on’ascertainment of which, 

Mr. CoLpEN. withdrew the amendment. 


Congress of the United States, enact laws prepar- 


| atory to, and declaratory of, the admission of such 


territory to a participation of the rights, &c. de- 
rived from the Constitution, and afterwards to be 
admitted a State of this Union on the same foot- 


The question then recurred upon the amend-|ing as one of the original States; the people of 


ment proposed by Mr. Montcomery, in which a 
debate ensued of considerable length, in which 
Messrs. TRIMBLE, McDorrim, ARCHER, RHEA, 
and GILMER, took part. 

Mr. Rara said, he would vote against striking 
out the section under consideration. We have, 
said he, lately obtained the sovereignty of Florida. 


The people inhabiting that country have not long | highest rights an human being can possess, 


been comprehended within the territory of the 
United States. The ninth section of the bill con- 


such new State will then have their full represen- 
tation in both Houses of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, and then the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States is in full operation in and over such 
new States as it is in one of the original States. 
Religious liberty, the right to worship the Eter- 
nal, agreeably to the dictates of conscience, is ane 
e 
treaties made by the United States with foreign 
Powers, by which territory has been acquired, do 


tains three great principles, namely: one securing | guaranty religious liberty—the right to worship 


the right of conscience, one securing personal 
liberty, and another securing the right of property. 
The people of Florida (except citizens of the Uni- 
ted States who may have removed there either 


the Eternal, agreeably to the dictates of conscience, 
to the people of that acquired territory. The first 
article of amendment, to the Constitution of the 
United States, declares that Congress shall make 


temporarily or permanently) know little of our | no law respecting an establishment of religion, or 


Constitution and laws; to these they are stran- 
gers. Many principles of the Constitution of the 
United States require laws of the United States 


prohibiting the exercise thereof—the Constitution 
of the United States guaranties to each State a re- 
publican form of Government; and the Constitu- 


to carry them into operation. It has been inti-| tion of each State respectively guaranties to the 


mated that the Constitution of the United States 
covers the pele of Florida, and that is sufficient. 
The treaty whereby Spain ceded Florida to the 
United States might as well be urged in this argu- 
ment as the Constitution of the United States ; 
for that treaty provides for the security of the peo- 
ple of Florida in the enjoyment of their religion, 
and personal liberty, and right of property. The 
Constitution of the United States provides that 
new States may be admitted into this Union; the 


citizens thereof the freedom of religious opinions, 
professions, or worship—and the citizens are pro- 

tected in their liberty and property. The 9th sec- 

tion of this bill provides that the inhabitants of 
Florida shall be protected in their liberty, property, 

and the exercise of their religion ; thereby confirm- 

ing, by the sovereign powers of the United States, 

the rights which the Florida Treaty reserved to 

them. 

This ninth section, so far as it goes, may be con- 


treaty with Spain provides that the people of] sidered as a constitution containing principles of a 


Florida shall, in due time, be admitted into this 
Union ; but laws of the United States, providing 
for such admission, are necessary. Who has heard 
ofa new State being admitted into this Union 
without laws of the United States providing for 
such admission? This “bill for the establish- 
ment ofa Territorial government in Florida,” pro- 
vides that certain laws of the United States shall 
have full force and effect in Florida. The reasons 
urged for striking out the ninth section may, with 
equal propriety, be urged for striking out the eighth 
section of this bill, which provides that the said 
laws shall be in force and obtain in Florida, be- 
cause the eighth section of the first article, and 
the third section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States give power to Con- 
gress to enact such laws. That the Constitution 
of the United States shall obtain and have full 
force and effect in a territory not included within 
the bounds and limits of the territories of the old 
thirteen States, or either of them, but which has 
been acquired by treaty from any foreign Power 
since the adoption of that Constitution, and that 
the inhabitants of such Territory shall be entitled 
to all the rights, privileges, and immunities, sanc- 
tioned and confirmed by the Constitution to citi- 


permanent- nature; on which is bottomed, so far 
as this bill provides, the Constitutional compact of 
the people of the United States with the people of 
Florida; this section declares to the inhabitants of 
Florida that they shall be protected in their liberty, 
property, and the exercise of their religion—and it 
notifies them that no law shall ever be valid, which 
shall impair, or in any way restrain them in the 
freedom of their religious opinions, professions, or 
worship. 

In all ages, men who sincerely worshipped the 
Almighty, in any manner or form, have deemed the 
rights of conscience and the freedom of religious 
opinions most sacred; of this right they have been 
most tenacious, and have suffered persecution of 
every kind rather than surrender or give it up to 
the arbitrary will of others.. The inhabitants of 
Florida are presumed to be tenacious of their re- 
ligious opinions, as well as of their liberty and 
rights of property. They may have been informed 
that the Florida Treaty provides that they shall 
possess these rights—they may understand that they 
are to beadmitted as soon as possibleinto this Union, 
under the Constitution of the United States; let 
the ninth section of this bill be retained, and they 
will be expressly informed that the rights enume- 
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-yated in this section are to them confirmed by the 
“sovereign power of the United States. 

"The question was then taken upon striking out 
the 10th section, (of which Mr. MONTGOMERY’S 
: amendment was proposed to be inserted as a sub- 
titute) and the motion was lost. 

Mr. WALKER then moved to amend the bill so as 
to authorize the people of Florida to elect their 
Legislative Council. The question was taken and 
lost—ayes 15. 

Mr. Cornen called for the reading of a memo- 
rial of certain citizens of the city of New York, 
“praying for the suppression of slavery in Florida, 
-and which had been referred to this committee ; 
and the memorial was read. 
The Committee then rose and reported the bill 
‘as amended to the House, when the amendments 
‘were respectively concurred in. 

„Mr. Hitt moved to amend the 7th line of the 

5th section, by inserting after the word “law,” 

‘he words “which is now in force or which shall 

iereafter be passed.” 

The amendment was opposed by Mr. MeDur- 
1E, and negatived. 

Mr. Monreomery again submitted the substi- 
ute he had offered in the Committee of the Whole, 
which was again negatived. 

Mr. Moors, of Alabama, moved to increase the 
ages of the Legislative Council per diem, by stri- 
ing out the word three, so as to allow them an 
llowance of five dollars per day, which was lost, 
was also.a subsequent motion to make the com- 
nsation four dollars per day. 

No further amendment having been offered, the 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
to-morrow. 


Wenpnespay, March 27. 
Mr. Witutams, of North Carolina, from the 
Committee of Claims, made a report on the peti- 
‘tion of ‘the General Assembly of the State of Ala- 
jama, on behalf of Colonel Samuel Dale; which 
‘was read, and the resolution therein submitted was 
oncurred-in by the House as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be dis- 
 Gharged from further considering the petition of Sam- 
el Dale, and that so much of it as relates to a donation 
jf land to the petitioner, be referred to the Committee 
mn the Public Lands. 

Mr. McLane, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for instructing and disci- 
lining the midshipmen in the Navy of the United 
States; which was read twice, and committed to 
Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. Litt.e presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the District of Columbia, praying 
that the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in 
id ‘District, in civil causes, may be extended to a 
um not exceeding fifty dollars; which petition 
‘was ‘conimitted to the Committee of the whole 
House, to which is committed the bill to extend 
he jurisdiction of the justices of the peace as 
iforesaid. 
< Ordered, That the petition of James Bennett, 
presented on the 25th instant, be referred to a se- 
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lect committee, and Mr. Minwor, Mr. COLDEN, 
Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Futter, and Mr. POINSETT, 
were appointed said committee. 

The House took up and proceeded to consider 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary on 
the petition of the General Assembly of Alabama, 
for permission to tax certain lands; and the said 
report was again ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WarrieLD, submitted the following reso- 
lution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of appro- 
priating a sufficient sum of money to turnpike the 
post road leading from the City of Washington to 
Fredericktown, in the State of Maryland. 


And the question being taken thereon, the reso- 
lution was negatived. 

Mr. Rem called for the consideration of a reso- 
lution submitted by him yesterday, for placing a 
glass ceiling under the dome of the Represenatives 
Hall, but the House refused to consider the same, 
ayes 52, noes 64. 

Mr. Rei submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the canvass lately covering the Hall, 
be replaced, under the direction of the Speaker. 


But the House refused to consider the same. 

Mr. Coox called for the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of James McFarland. The 
House agreed to consider the same, and concurred 
in the amendment reported by the Committee of 
the Whole. On the question of engrossing the 
bill for a third reading, it was opposed by Messrs. 
Cocks, ALEXANDER, and McCoy, and supported 
by Messrs. Coox, Streriine of New York, and 
Moore of Alabama; when, after a further amend- 
ment, at the suggestion of Mr. Rangin, had been 
adopted, the said bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. ` 

A message was received from the Senate an- 
nouncing the disagreement of that House to an 
amendment to the bill granting certain lots of 
lands in the city of New Orleans and town of 
Mobile, &c.; and, on motion of Mr. SERGEANT, 
the House receded from their amendment, and 
the bill was passed. 

A bill from the Senate to continue in force an 
act declaring the assent of Congress to acts of 
the Stateof South Carolina, authorizing the City 
Council of Charleston to impose and collect a 
duty on the tonnage of vessels from foreign ports ; 
and the acts of the State of Georgia, authorizing 
the imposition and collection of a duty on the 
tonnage of vessels in the ports of Savannah and 
St. Mary’s, was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole. >i 

The joint resolution submitted yesterday, by 
Mr. BLACKLEDGE, from the Committee on the 
Public Buildings, relative to the proper disposition 
of the paintings of Colonel Trumbull, was called 
up, and, by unanimous consent, the following sub- 
stitute was received in lieu thereof : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, consist- 
ing of three members, jointly with such committee as 
may be appointed by the Senate, to examine and re- 
port to the respective Houses the miost eligible dispo- 
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sition to be made of the national paintings executed 
by.Colonel Trumbull, under the authority of Congress. 

The resolution was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, gave notice -that he 
should, on Friday next, call up the bill making 
appropriations for the support of Government for 
th ear 1822. 


GOVERNMENT OF FLORIDA. 


The bill from the Senate providing for the 
establishment of a Territorial government in 
Florida, with the amendments adopted in this 
House, was then read a third time. 

. Mr. Arcuen, of Virginia, rose and said, he had 
proposed to have taken the occasion of the passage 
of this bill to have presented to the House some 
views of the matters connected with Florida, and 
having avowed to several members this intention, 
he thought it proper to state why he forbore. He 
perceived that the members were exhausted by 
the sitting of the House; and, from other indi- 
cations, he found that the sense of the House was 
clearly against the commencement of debate on 
the subject. In deference to this sentiment, he 
waived the right, which he had intended to have 
exercised, of declaring his sentiments; and he 
hoped the House would appreciate the motive by 
which he was actuated. 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
then taken without debate, and carried without 
opposition. [The bill has to go back to the Sen- 
Alte for concurrence in the amendments.] 

Ti The bill concerning the commerce and naviga- 
tion of Florida, was read a third time and passed. 


FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


. The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to provide for deliv- 
ering up persons held to labor or service in an 
of the States or Territories, who shall escape to 
agoa State or Territory. 

o amendment having been proposed to the 
first section of the bill 
when 

Mr. Coupen moved to strike from the different 
parts thereof where they occurred, the words “or 
Justice,” so as to limit the exercise of the power 
contained in that section, to judges of a court of 
record. He contended that the great powers con- 
templated, ought not to be given to justices of 
the peace, who were, in rank, the most inferior 
officers to whom the administration of justice is 
confided. 

Mr. Waiaut replied, and observed that he had 
no great objection to this specific Proposition ; nor 
did he wish to extend the powers contemplated 
by- the bill to justices of the peace, but contended 
that the word justice, in the bill, was used in its 
primitive sense. Mr. W. extended his remarks to 
considerable length, not only in respect to the 
amendment, but on the general principles of the 
bill, which he contended were in conformity to the 
Constitution, which each member of the House 
was sworn to observe. 

Mr. Moore, of Virginia, observed that he felt a 


» the second was read, 


| 


strong and peculiar interest in the passage of the 
bill. He thought he should be correct in saying 
that the district he represented sustained an an- 
nual loss of four or five thousand dollars by run- 
away slaves. The law of 1793 was inadequate 
to the object it proposed to effect; and he believed 
a bill of this sort was indispensably necessary, and 
urged a variety of reasons in favor of the principle 
of the bill. 
Mr. Cornen then withdrew the amendment he 
had proposed, and moved to strike-out the enact- 
ing clause to test the principle ofthe bili. He 
observed that no man would go further than he 
would to give effect to the Constitution, which all 
agreed to denominate sacred. He was not one of 
those visionary philanthropists who would con- 
tend for immediate and universal emancipation. 
He was aware that such an attempt was imprac- 
ticable, however greatly it was to be desired: As 
a primary consideration, it was first to be deter- 
mined whether this bill contained any necessary 
and valuable provisions beyond those already ex- 
isting, and under this view of the. subject he 
examined with minuteness the present laws on the 
subject, and contrasted them with the provisions 
of the bill. He thought the latter were inconsis- - 
tent with the principles of liberty, and had a direct 
and efficient agency to promote the traffic which 
had heen carried on to a great extent of seizing 
free blacks and selling them for slaves. He con- 
tended that it was not competent to violate the 
principles of civil liberty merely because some 
districts had sustained injury, as had been ex: 
pressed yy the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
OORE. 
Mr. Wricur believed that the bill was suffi- 
ciently guarded for the protection of civil liberty— 
expressed his devotion to its cause, and to the 
principles of the Constitution, and his wish that 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Coupen) 
would unite in guarding the bill from encroach- 
ments upon that instrument, if he feared it was: 
about to be impaired. Mr. W. referred to cases’ 
that had occurred in Maryland and elsewhere; 
which called imperiously for the passage of the 


After some further remarks by Mr. NeLson, of 
Virginia, against the motion, and by Mr. Cam- 
BERS in support of it, Mr. Woopcock moved that 
the Committee riseand report progress, which was 


agreed to, and leave was given to the Committee 
to sit again, 


Tuurspay, March 28. 


Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, reported a bill for the relief 
of Benjamin Desobry, which was read twice, and: 
committed to a Committee of the Whole. 

T.. Serczanr, from the select committee to 
whom was referred the petition of Henry S. Tan- 
her, reported a resolution authorizing the Clerk of 
the House to purchase ten copies of his Atlas for 
the use of Congress; and, on motion of Mr. SER- 


GEANT, the resolution was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
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Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
tion of sundry inhabitants of South Carolina, re- 
ferred on the 22d ultimo, and that it lie on the 
table; also, from the consideration of the petition 
of C. W. Neale, and that it be referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia; also, 
from the consideratioh of the petition of James 
H. McCulloch, and that it be referred to the 
‘Committee of the Whole, to which is committed 
the bill to limit the compensation of marshals in 
certain cases. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Committee 

‘on Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the 
xelief-of Samuel Ewings, which was read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the whole 
House, to which is committed the bill from the 
Senate, entitled “An act concerning the lands 
and salt springs to be granted to the State of : Mis- 
souri, for the purposes of education, and for other 
purposes,” 
_ Mr. Henpricxs, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill from Senate, 
“entitled “An act granting a tract of land to Wil- 
liam Conner and wife, and to their children,” re- 
-ported the same without amendment, and the bill 
“was committed to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Sreruine, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill directing the sale of 
certain tracts of land in the State of Ohio, hereto- 
fore reserved on account of salt springs; which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the whole House, to which is committed the 
bill making provision for the survey and disposal 
of the public lands in the Territory of Florida. 

On motion of Mr. Brain, the Committee of 
“Claims were instracted to inquire into the expe- 
diency of allowing additional compensation to 
William Drakeford, assistant marshal of South 
Carolina, for taking the fourth census of Kershaw 
district. 

The House took up and proceeded to consider 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
tition of Enos Terry; whereupon it was ordered, 
that the said report be committed to the Commit- 
tée of the whole House, to which is committed 
the report of the Committee of Claims on the pe- 
ition of John Thomas, of Ohio. . 

: WA message ftom the Senate informed the House 
‘that the Senate have passed a resolution for the 
appointment of a joint committee “ to confer upon 
the subject of such disposal as may be suitable, for 
the national paintings executed by Colonel Trum- 
bull,” and have appointed a committee on their 
“part. : 
j The resolution was concurred in by the House ; 
„and Messrs. BLACKLEDGE, GORHAM, and VAN 
RENSSELAER, were appointed of the committee on 
the part of this House. 

` Mr. Rankin called for the consideration of the 
bill which is lying on the table, providing for the 
examination of the titles to lands lying between 
the Rio Hondo and the Sabine river; which was 
agreed to: 

Mr. J. S. Jounsron submitted an amendment 
to constitute a third seetion of the bill, the purport 


of which was to grant a right of pre-emption to 
the present settlers on saidland. The amendment 
was earnestly advocated by Mr. JounsTon, and 
opposed by Messrs. RANKIN and COCKE. ` 

Finally, on motion of Mr. STERLING, of New 
York, the bill was laid on the table. 

An engrossed bill, entitled “An act forthe re- 
lief of James McFarland,” was read a third time 
and passed. 


VACCINATION. 


Mr. Serczant, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a resolution of this 
House, requiring that committee to inquiré into 
the expediency of repealing or modifying the law 
of 1813, on the subject of vaccination, moved that 
the said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

Mr. Borron said, that it was a matter of much 
more importance than those not immediately in- 
terested believed it tobe. ‘Ten of our fellow-crea- 
tures, he said, had lost their lives—and by whom ? 
By the act of.a man who styled himself the agent 
ot the United States, and a law of the United 
States had placed it in his power to do this irrep- 
arable injury. If this subject was not to be in- 
quired into, what would be the impression on the 
public mind? ‘Would not the boasted protection 
of life, liberty, and property, be considered a solemn 
farce, if the lives of our fellow-citizens were to be 
taken, and: passed over with the same indifference 
as if there fed been so many cattle slaughtered ? 
My object, said Mr. B. is to repeal the law, or 
place the institution on a more respectable footing, 
and make the agent in some way responsible, that 
the same accident may not again occur. He 
further said, he believed he could prove, to ihe 
satisfaction of any impartial mind, that the present 
agency was not only a nuisance, but a nuisance 
of the most dangerous kind. 

Mr. B. then moved that the subject should be 
referred to a select committee. 

Messrs. Burton, Hatt, WHIPPLE, HOLCOMBE, 
and DARLINGTON, were appointed said select com- 
mittee. 


SOUTH AMERICAN GOVERNMENTS. 


The House then resolved itself into-a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on the 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
recommending the recognition of the indepen- 
dence of the South American provinces, and pro- 
posing an appropriation to carry the same into 
effect. 

The resolutions with which the report concludes 
are as follows : 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives concur 
in the opinion expressed by the President, in his Mes- 
sage of the 8th of March, 1822, that the American 
provinces of Spain, which have declared their inde- 
pendence, and are in the enjoyment of it, ought to be 
recognised by the United States as independent nations. 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report a bill appropriating a sum, not 
exceeding one hundred thousand dollars, to enable the 
President of the United States to give due effect to 
such recognition. 
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Mr. TRIMBLE said, that as he had, some weeks 
past, offered a resolution requesting the President 
to acknowledgé the independence of all the South 
American Governments, and as the proposition 
before the Committee was in accordance with his 
feelings and his wishes, it might be expected here, 
as he was sure it would elsewhere, that he should 
say something on the occasion. When he offered 
the resolution referred to, it was his intention to 
discuss the subject freely andatlarge. He would 
have entered upon that discussion with much zeal 
he was sure, but, he feared, without much ability. 
Happily, the Message and documents had given a 
new face to the whole subject, and saved the peo- 
ple the unpleasant necessity of expressing an opin- 
jon against the course of policy which their fears 
had prepared them to expect. Had the President 
failed to recommend the recognition of those Gov- 
ernments, impartial history—if men may look 
dimly into futurity—would have torn from his 
temples the garland which a grateful country had 

lacéd there, as a reward for his public and revo- 
utionary services. But he has not failed. Faith- 
ful to the principles which gave birth to our own 
revolution, and regardful of the voice and wishes 
of his country, he has recommended an acknowl- 
edgment of all the nations of America. Tt was a 
Message of good tidings to twenty millions of 
freemen. It fills up the measure of his fame, and 
now he may go down to the grave, with his pa- 
triot compeers, ripe in age, and full of honor and 
renown. 

Jt was proper, Mr. T. said, that he should do 
justice to the Executive on this occasion, especially 
as it was well known that he differed widely from 
the Cabinet upon some other subjects. Frankness, 
he hoped, was still in fashion. He had no favors 
to repay, nor disappointments to resent. He asked 
no pension, place, or office, in the gift of the Gov- 
ernment, nor ever would so long as he retained 
his seat upon that floor; and, so long as the priv- 
ilege of speech was tolerated, he would use it where 
he ought, to disapprove with firmness, or applaud 
with candor and sincerity. He felt it his duty to 
make some reference to a distinguished person, 
(formerly the presiding officer of that House,) who 

had always stood foremost in the great cause of 
the Patriots; but there were reasons, well under- 
stood, which made it proper to be silent, and those 
reasons should prevail. But, if he had full liberty 
to spcak, what could he say of his late colleague, 
that is not known and felt by every one? ‘The 
efforts of that citizen in favor of the Americas, 
and his exertions to procure an acknowledgment 
of their independence, are well known to this 
country and to the whole civilized world. He has 
erected for himself a monument of imperishable 
fame—a monument as broad as the continent 
whose cause he advocated, as high as the towering 
Andes that rise above its clouds. Two hemis- 
pheres have witnessed his exertions, and both will 
hold his services in grateful recollection. 

Mr. T. congratulated the President and the 

country, and the friends of freedom every where, 


called upon now, as formerly, to show that its 
Governments are independent. The President 
affirms the fact, and none will question his ve- 
racity. The letters of Mr. Torres prove all that. 
is material to know, and the Message admits his 
statements to be true. They are known to be so 

by all. Europe and Ameriga. Those letters, said 

Mr. T., do honor to the héfrt and head that wrote 
them. They equal in merit the finest State pa pers 
of the age. Colombia may claim the writer and 

the facts as her’s but the papers are the property 

of nations. Free governments wiil preserve them 
as invaluable treasures. Such a man is an orna- 

ment to his country, as his country is an ornament 
to others. Every thing, he said, from that Repub- 
lic fills us with admiration. The valor of its 

armies—the patriotism of the people—their devo- 

tion to the cause of independence, entitle them to 

our profound regard. But, above all, their consti- 

tution, similar in all its important features to our 

own, is most flattering to our pride, and most con- 

soling to our hopes. We have the best authority 

for believing that Buenos Ayres, Chili, and Peru, 

are advancing in the science of self-government ; 

and, although we know but little of the internal 

affairs of Mexico, yet what we do know gives as- 

surances that it also has a Bolivar. Much, it 

would seem, is in the power of Iturbide. Let us 

hope that he will not sacrifice his country on the 

altar of ambition, and that Mexico, like Colombia, 

will have its Washington. 

He did not intend, he said, to trouble the Com- 
mittee with a history of the rise and progress of 
the Revolution; nor to array before them the 
great events which had conducted the Spanish 
colonies to independence. He would omit a sum- 
mary of sieges ; “of battles lost and won;” of 
invading armies, and the means and measures 
taken to conquer or expel them; nor would he 
digress into statistical estimates or geographical 
details, especially as all these were better known 
to a member near him, (Mr. Potnsert,) who, he 
hoped, would assist the Committee with his in- 
formation ; and also to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Neuson,) both of whom, he was sure, 
would be listened to with much pleasure by the 
House. 

One fact, said Mr. T., is clear: AU the Spanish 
nations of America are free. They have all thrown 
off the yoke of Spain, “holding her as they do 
the rest of mankind, enemies in war, in, peace 
friends.” Each has declared itself independent, 
and all enjoy the rights of self-government, under 
the guaranty of written constitutions, adopted or 
preparing for adoption. Hitherto we have main- 
tained a strict neutrality between the two Spains. 
We shall do the same in future, but there isa 
period beyond which nations cannot safely refuse 
to acknowledge the independence of each other. 
No statesman has asserted, or will assert, unless 
he intends to invite the execrations of his coun- 
try, that we ought always to refuse a recognition. 
All agree that we must, at some time or other, act 
upon the subject. The President informs us that 


upon the great political event just struggling into the time has come, and there ought to be but one 
birth. The friends of America, he said, are not | opinion about the manner of making the acknowl- 
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edgment. The respect which free Governments 
_ owe to themselves, and to each other, ought to 
decide the question. It was the known usage, he 
said, among crowned heads, to send ambassadors 
: of the highest rank to each other, and ministers 
-of the lowest grades to republics, and for that 
; very reason, republics ought to send ambassadors 
of the highest rank to each other, and ministers 
of the lowest grade to crowned heads. This 
ought to be decisive, in extraordinary cases like 
the present. He would not advance an opinion 
as to the number of ministers that ought to be 
‘sent out, but he felt himself bound to say, in jus- 
: tice” to the country, that ambassadors extraordi- 
nary ought to be sent to Colombia and Mexico ; 
-and if ever the best talent in the nation ought to 
be selected for a mission, this was surely the occa- 
sion. If afree people ought at any period to ap- 
pear in all their weight of character and talent, 
arrayed in all the pride of plain republican sim- 
licity, this was the time. He was much mista- 
Fon if the country would tolerate any selection, 
made from among citizens of second rate capacity. 

He did not intend, he said, to go into an inves- 
tigation of the great agricultural, manufacturing, 
and commercial interests of the American nations, 
but there was one or two suggestions on those 
subjects, peculiarly proper at this time, and under 
existing circumstances. It was well known that 
Europeans had been endeavoring for years past to 
persuade the people of Spanish America, that 
their agricultural and commercial interest, and 
those of the United States, are hostile to each 
other. Such assertions, if true, would have no 

eight upon the present question; and yet, if 
false, they ought to be refuted. Foreigners had 
no doubt put them forth for the purpose of crea- 
ting jealousies among the nations of America, 
i hoping themselves to profit by the discord and 
confusion. Fortunately they were contradicted by 
all experience, and by the whole theory of free 
trade. No instance could be named, in which an 
agricultural people had, by its competition, brought 
ruin on another. Nations, said he; have been 
ruined by desolating wars, by repeated invasions, 
by rapine, plunder, monopoly, oppressive taxes, 
and wasteful prodigality ; but there was no case 
-in which industry had ruined industry. God, in 
his providence, had placed the economy of na- 
tions on a better basis, and blessed the industry- of 
man with brighter hopes and better prospects. 
Nothing in his view was more easy than to show, 
that the leading interests of all the nations of 
America are in perfect harmony, and that their 
prosperity and happiness would be. greatly in- 
creased by establishing friendly relations and ac- 
tive intercourse. If he had been called upon to 
‘hame the events which would give the most pow- 
erful and permanent support to all the great in- 
"-terests of our hemisphere, he would have said— 
=.. The independence of all the Americas ; 

The independence of the West India islands ; 

And commercial intercourse with all, upon the 
basis of exact equality. 

Mr. T. said the nations of America had suf- 


dictions and colonial monopoly than they had: 
from the cruelty of arbitrary power—that com- 
mercial vassalage had been more oppressive to 
them than political dependence; and that they 
are as deeply interested in the establishment of 
free trade as they are of free government—that 
the radical change made in their political condi- 
tion would necessarily be attended with a corres- 
ponding change in their commercial intercourse 
and maritime relations—that their case, in all its 
aspects, was similar to that of the United States, 
and would terminate in similar results—that the 
entire emancipation of the new from the old con- 
tinent could only be effected by two great revolu- 
tions: the one political, the other commercial—. 
that both had commenced in the United States 
under the most favorable auspices, and were pro- 
gressing southward in the “ full tide of successful 
experiment”—that these revolutions had been pre- 
ceded by a “wide spread range” of moral refor- 
mation—that the new hemisphere had produced a 
new catalogue of civil maxims—a new family of 
political institutions—a new code of commercial 
regulations—that all civilized nations were under 
the dominion of two great social systems, differ- 
ing widely from each other—that one was estab- 
lished in the Occidental, the other in the Oriental 
world—that the spirit of the age was against the 
European system—that the American system had 
invaded Europe, and spread alarm and consterna-~ 
tion everywhere among its kings and emperors— 
that a coalition of crowned heads was created to 
oppose it, and two millions of armed men embod- 
ied to expel it from that continent. And what, 
said he, are these systems? What is the Ameri- 
can system? Why is it that it agitates two 
worlds? Why should kings shudder at it while 
their subjects bid it welcome? Of what is it 
composed? What is the element that thus, when 
unresisted, operates unseen, but, when ‘opposed, 
launches its thunderbolts at diadems, and shakes 
the nations like an earthquake? It has two as- 
pects, two essential . principles—one political, the 
other commercial. The first is known and dis- 
tinguished by written constitutions, representative 
government, religious toleration, freedom of opin- 
ion, of speech, and of the press. The second, by 
sailors’ rights, free trade, and freedom of the seas. 
Contrast it with the European system. The po- 
litical character of that system is aristocracy, 
monarchy, imperial government, arbitrary power, 
passive obedience, and unconditional submission. 
Its commercial character is prohibition, restric- 
tion, interdiction, impressment, colonial monopo- 
ly, and maritime domination. These systems, 
said he, are the antipodes of each other. They 
are sworn enemies, and cannot harmonize. ; 
The American system is free government and 
free trade; monarchy and monopoly is that of 
Europe: But the European system is artificial, 
and will perish with the spurious ċauses that pro- 
duced it. The American system is natural, and, 
therefore, durable— natural, because it springs 
from public opinion—from the embodied will ‘of 
nations acting freely for themselves; durable, be- 


fered more from the severity of commercial inter- | cause it reposes upon written constitutions. fts 
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first appearance struck the despots with dismay. 
Our Revolution gave it birth. Its nativity was 
cast among these States. It grows with their 
growth, and strengthens with their strength. The 
impulse of the age accelerates its motion. Noth- 
ing can impede its march, because it moves in the 
majesty of national opinion, and public opinion 
is a power that cannot be resisted. From every 
zone we hear of Congresses, elected: by the people, 
assembled and assembling to establish written con- 
stitutions. The system spreads like light—its rays 
fall every where. The nations hail it as the har- 
binger of. peace and happiness. They act wisely 
in laboring to adopt it, seeing that the people of 
this Union have prospered under it beyond all 
former parallel. He said that the tendency of the 
American system was manifest to every states- 
man. That its political progress and extension 
could be seen by every observer, and time would 
develope its maritime results. A single instance 
would explain its commercial operation. The 
Continent is free : not so, the Islands. Europe, as 
to them, will continue its system of colonial mon- 
opoly—its system of interdictions, prohibitions, 
and restrictions. These will act and re-act upon 
all the Americas, but more especially upon Co- 
lombia, Mexico, and the United States. Those 
Powers will retaliate, and unite in their retalia- 
tion. The common injury will find a common 
remedy. They will adopt the counter-check of 
navigation laws, and, by simultaneously protect- 
ing regulations, exclude all foreign tonnage from 
their ports and harbors. A blow like that, he 
said, would be decisive. It would forever pros- 
trate the colonial system and open a free trade to 
all. the Islands. The measure, when adopted, 
would finish the commercial revolution. It would 
subvert the whole system of maritime domination, 
and restore the freedom of the seas. And thus the 
Americas, by the re-action of internal laws and 
regulations, well concerted and well directed, may 
enforce their system of free trade. Thus, without 
the waste of blood or treasure, they may sustain 
the general system, and vindicate the rights and 
honor of the continent. Hitherto, he said, the 
American system of free trade had been strug- 
gling, single-handed, with the European system 
of colonial monopoly, and had maintained itself 
against the fearful odds. Hereafter, all the Amer- 
icas will co-operate. The subject ought to have 
their prompt attention. It required a careful ex- 
amination, because the course of policy to be 
adopted by them would settle, finally and forever, 
whether the American system shall prevail, or 
that of Europe triumph. over it. 

Mr. T. was anxious to show, for various rea- 
sons, that the great interests of the West India 
Islands were in unison with the interests of the 
Continent, and for that purpose went at some 
length into an explanation of their present condi- 
tion, and their future prospects. It was his opin- 
ion that they would soon throw off the yoke of 
Europe, and declare their independence. Perhaps 
they would form a league, and Cuba, in that event, 
would be the head. Perhaps they would claim a 
guarantee, and become dependencies of the Ameri- 


can nations. In any event, he said, they would 
adopt the American system, because their inter- 
ests are all American, and their moral feelings 
and social habits are acelimating themselves, and 
every day becoming anti-European. 

It was his impression that the nations of Amer- 
ica would derive as many advantages from trea- 
ties, placing their commerce on a footing of equal- 
ity, as they would from a recognition of their in- 
dependence. In that respect the United States 
could do them double favors. In doing which, 
she would herself receive an equivalent of benefits, 
Geography, he said, had been considered as the 
mistress of political and comercial policy. Al} 
experience had proven that near neighbors would 
be warm friends, or open, active enemies. This 
was true of men and nations; and, if true, would 
furnish solid reasons to justify the prompt estab- 
lishment of friendly intercourse. It was his deci» 
ded opinion that treaties of amity, commerce, and, 
navigation, should be made with all the Americas 
as soon as possible, but especially with Colombia 
and Mexico. The existing interests of the Con- 
tinent, as well as its future peace and harmony, 
require it. That our ambassadors, when sent, 
ought to be instructed to negotiate such treaties, 
That those treaties ought to be discussed and 
formed upon the basis of exact equality—of perfect, 
reciprocity. That nothing should be asked onmany: 
side, or granted, that would become onerous to the 
others. Let all, he said, start fairly in the race of 
emulation, and each would lend a helping hand 
in times of need. Nations rarely change their 
course, and, therefore, should. be careful at the out- 
set. He hoped that the great elementary princi- 
ples of political and moral justice would’ be con- 
sulted by the Americas, at the commencement of 
their diplomaticintercourse. The nations of A mer- 
ica, he said, by acting as they ought to do, would 
have the honor of establishing three new systems—- 
a system of free government, a system of free trade, 
and a system of honest, fair diplomacy. That, in jus+ 
tice to themselves, they ought to disabuse the repu- ` 
tation of Republics, by anabjuration ofall diplomat- 
ie chicanery and treacherous overreachings. That 
each nation ought to do every thing within its power 
for the preservation and prosperity of all, and that 
none should strive to strengthen or enrich them- 
selves at the expense of each other. That each 
ought to be left in the free enjoyment of all its na- 
tural advantages, and none be made the victims of 
clandestine treachery or odious extortion. Thatall 
advantages gained by false pretences or dexterous 
eircumyvention, would terminate in jealousy, and 
discord, and disruption. That it is the sacred duty 
of nations to preserve equality in treaties, and that 
the Americas are called upon, in an especial man- 
ner, to give the world examples of disinterested 
Justice and magnanimous forbearance. That their 
prosperity and happiness would be best promoted 
by adopting a liberal policy, in which the various 
interests of all shall be equally consulted. Thatit 
was the peculiar good fortune of the nations of 
America to have the power of affording equal pro- 
tection to the rights and interests of each other, 
without any violations of neutrality. That if, in 
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‘making the experiment of social intercourse, any 
“discrepancy of interest should be found, (a thing 
‘not probable,) each nation ought to yield some- 
‘thing for the purpose of insuring general harmony 
“and concord. That the United States ought to 
set the first example, by making the first and great- 
est sacrifice. That disinterested liberality on her 
part would find its equivalent in the. generous con- 
fidence of her sister Republics. 

He had great satisfaction in uttering these sen- 
timents, because he knew that they were in unison 
with those of the most influential and enlightened 
statesmen of Colombia; and he believed, of all the 
‘nations of America. They ought, in his opinion, 
to.have full weight in the proposed negotiations, 
because they were the strongest guarantees of per- 
petual friendship; the best equivalents for treaties ; 
the surest pledges for the faith of nations; pledges, 
which the European system of diplomacy had 
never given, and could not give; equivalents, be- 
yond the power or control of monopoly or domi- 
nation. 

If, said he, we consider this subject in reference 
ourselves, and our relations, foreign and do- 
mestic, we shall find no solid reasons for delay. 
we consult the great political and commercial 
terests of the Americans, we shall find induce- 
ents to hasten the acknowledgment. Itis.agreed, 
e said, that those nations are able to maintain 
eir independence. That their means of defence 
e superior to any armament with which the 
other country can assail them. That they exer- 
jise-all the various powers of self-government, 
islative, executive, and judicial; the powers of 
sace‘and war; of protection and defence. That 
ey. make and administer domestic laws, and 
Yegulate all intercourse with foreign nations, and 
enforce these regulations. In this situation we 
‘must either recognise them as free and indepen- 
dent, or put them in abeyance, by a denial of their 
righis, and thereby incur all the injuries which 
might justly be inflicted on our commerce with 
them. No nation has a right to ask another to do 
itself a voluntary injury—the laws of neutrality 
do not involve such dangerous and onerous conse- 
tuences—-Governments, like men, owe duties to 
ach other, and a failure to perform them is often 
punished by national compunction, and forfeiture 
of reputation. The first duty of one people to 
another is, to declare who shall be respected as 
: -members of the great family of nations—the power, 
-> and the right to do so, exists in every government, 

“no matter what may be its form. There is no other 
mode, save that of military force, by which the 
peace and harmony of nations can be kept in pre- 
servation. And shall the people of this continent 
forego the advantages of free and friendly inter- 
course, to indulge the mother country in her love 
of:dominion? Shall we, as a nation, stifle all 
eur: sympathies in favor of free governments, to 
“gratify the vain glorious pride of Spain? If we 
do; we shall betray the rights and interests of re- 
publies. Heaven, in giving freedom to us first, 
: made it our primal eldest duty to go forth first, 
‘and acknowledge it in others. Honor and duty 
‘eall alike upon us to perform the rightful obliga- 
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tion. The same Providence that gave us succor 
in the perils of our Revolutionary struggle, is con- 


| ducting the other nations of America, through 


bloody wars, to peace and independence. Our 
approbation may inspire them with ‘fresh confi- 
dence, and stimulate their love of liberty. If there 
are any who have fears that the proposed acknow- 
ledgment will produce a war with Spain, let them 
remember that Cuba is.a hostage for her pedce.. 
The moment she fires a gun at us, we shall oceupy 
that island, and her dominion over it will cease- 
forever. And England, in aiding Spain, would 
only hasten the downfall of her favorite coloniak 
system—a coalition between Colombia, Mexico,, 
and the United States, would convince her of her 
folly. It would be better for us if our statesmen 
would look less eastward, and more southward 
than they do at present. 

Some statesmen hold, he said, that nations, 
whose political principles and opinions have been 
formed in the school of despotism, must undergo 
long periods of probationary preparation, before 
they can be qualified to manage the affairs of self- 
government. This is but a modification of the 
exploded maxim, “that the people know not how 
to govern,”—that kings must save them from their 
worst enemies, themselves. Such opinions, if true, 
form no argument against the policy or justice of 
acknowledging the nations of America. If true, 
in former ages, and on the old continent, they are 
more than doubtful in modern times, and in the 
new hemisphere. The fact is, that the present and 
past ages are alike in nothing. The whole civilized 
world is under the dominion of a different mind. 
Men and nations are shaking off their mental imbe- 
cilities, and preparing themselves to regulate their 
own affairs. It was necessary that moral regen- 
eration should precede political reform ; and thus 
it has happened. A great moral revolution has 
occurred, and is occurring. The spirit of the age 
is busy—reformation is every where at work, and 
upon all subjects. We see the beginning, not the 
end of revolutions. No statesman, no nation, 
should mistake the character. and fashion of the 
times. Every thing, in fifty years, has changed, 
and every thing is changing. “ Nothing of the 
future will resemble what is past.” We live in 
the crisis of all ages. The whole civilized world 
is laboring in a crisis—a great moral crisis—a 
great political crisis—a great commercial crisis. 
Nations have changed their moral characters, and 
political opinions, and Governments must change 
their form and purpose. Formerly, the sword 
was umpire of the world; and then the maxim 
grew, that nations were incapable of self-com- 
mand. Now, public opinion is the great chancel- 
‘lor of nations. All tongues and kindreds own its 
jurisdiction, and kings and subjects are submissive 
to its rule; nore dare oppose its high authority— 
none with impunity resist its just decrees. Wats 
were fought formerly, for families, and dynasties; 
| for therights of thrones,and prerogatives of crowns; 
and then, the people were assuredly their own 
worst enemies. Now, men fight for written con- 
stitutions; for the rights of man and prerogatives 
of nations ; and fighting, learn to govern for them- 
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selves. The contest now is not between dynas- | with nations. All the Americas are summoned 
ties and diadems, but between creeds, and princi- | to embrace as friends and equals, and make a last- 
ples, and institutions. Nations formerly had no !ing covenant of peace. It is not the flight of a 
volition; kings thought and acted for them, rudely false prophet, or the foundation of 2 city; the 
‚pretending, that their subjects had no capacity ; birth-day of a petty chieftain, or an heir apparent, 
for affairs of State. But now, the will of nations | that we are assembled here to celebrate. No; a 
has supremacy of rank, and speaks by delegation | continent has disenchained itself, and stands un- 
in assembled Congresses ; and now, we find more | fettered and erect. It is the birth-day of a hem- 
talent—more patriotic feeling—more public vir- | isphere redeemed. It is the jubilee of nations, 
tue—more every thing, that strengthens and im- | Let the world rejoice. i 

proves the social system. Time was, when kings | If experience and long-suffering can create the 
held power by arrogation, and used it at theìr | faculties of self-government, then the people of 
pleasure and discretion ; and then the people were | America are prepared to manage and control their 
‘denounced as “a many-headed monster.” The jown affairs. For three long centuries they clank- 
people now reclaim all power as inherent in them- | ed the chains” of lawless power ; for three long lin- 
selves, and delegate it only as a trust; and now | gering ages they felt the “keen lash” and galling 
nations are more peaceful, more prosperous, more | yoke of despotism—each generation leaving its 
happy, and more just, than formerly. History | manacles to posterity as their only heritage. Con- 
speaks only of alliances, or wars, between contem- | tinued agonies had worn away the memory of 
porary despots—now, nothing is talked of but | better times. _The light of hope had left the Chil- 
Congresses, and Constitutions, and Representative | dren of the Sun, and dark despair, like soporific 
Governments; and do we find things changing | drugs, had stupified the powers of will and facul- 
for the worse? The spirit of the age is, peace | ties of life. ‘I'hey slept to mitigate their pain ; for 
and moderation. It is the spirit of free govern- | nations sleep and never die. But the day of their 
ment and written constitutions. Its conservative | deliverance was at hand. The Spirit of God was 
principles are—wide-spread knowledge, equality | abroad in the sky. It called, and the slumbering 
of rights, freedom of opinion, and frequent and | nations awoke. It breathed the electric fire of 
free elections. The spirit of past ages, was war | freedom on the air, and a whole Continent ran 
and domination. The trade of man, of all the | simultaneously to arms! One great, one god-like 
sons of men, was war—from the first conqueror | purpose, animated all—it was death or indepen- 
down to 76, It was the storm of empires. It{dence! Like us, they pledged their lives, their 
raged unspent and unabated. It swept along the | fortunes, and their sacred honor, to live as freemen, 
field of time, and all was desolation that was left. | or die in its defence. They fought from field to 
It had no limits but the margin of the world. Its | field. A thousand battles left the cause in doubt ; 


stream of blood flowed on from age to age ; its | a thousand passions mingled in the fray; and all 
sources, like the Nile, unknown, lost in the desert | that history has told of savage cruelty, ferocious 
of forgotten years; but still, the stream rolled on, | vengeance, rapine, plunder, treachery, cold-blooded 
increasing with a thousand tributary torrents, and | massacre, and every violence and every crime that 
spreading far and wide its overwhelming floods. | shocks humanity, was perpetrated over and over 
Such was the history, he said, of past times, and | again upon all ages, sexes, and conditions. But 
of the olden world. Our continent, on the con- | the God of Battles fought on freedom’s side, and, 
trary, is the chosen land of liberty—vineyard of | sickening at thescene of carnage and of desolation, 
the God of peace; and we, its husbandmen, se- | and hastening to end it, he took a Bolivar and con- 
lected by the unseen will of Providence to till the secrated him a Washington, and putting in his hand 
soil, and feed the famished nations with the food | a flaming sword, commanded him to go forth to 
of independence. Let us perform the sacred trust | the uttermost ends of the Continent, conquering 
impartially. It is our duty, asa free people, not to | and to conquer, until oppression should surcease, 
sanction, but refute the heresies, that nations are | and man learn tyranny no more. And behold the 
incapable of managing their own concerns. They | work is finished, and Colombia is free, and all the 
have disabused themselves by illustrious examples, | Americas are free—free as ourselves ; for there all 
and we should be careful not to weaken their effect. | power is acknowledged in the people, and vassal- 
It was the will of Providence, he said, that this | age abolished and unknown ; for there all officers 
continent should be the arena of successive revo- | are elective, and held by the tenure of the law and 
lutions—of moral, and political, and commercial | the constitution ; for there, free in their property, 
revolutions—the theatre of man’s political regen- | their persons, and religion— 
eration—the hemisphere in which nations should “They own no Lord but him in heaven, 
be reinstated in their rights, and reinvested of No power but what consent has given.” 


their “long lost liberty.” On the 4th of July, This, said he, is not more true of ourselves than 
1776, the Congress of the thirteen States declared | it js of the people of Colombia; and to refuse an 


their independence. On this day, (28th March, acknowledgment of them would be idle and pre- 
1822,) the assembled Congress of the Union will | posterous. They have maintained their indepen- 
‘announce the independence of all the nations of | dence through a lingering war of eleven years— 
America, These are glorious epochs. Let history sinking, we all know, in its first stages, under a 
‘commemorate them as co-essential in the works of pressure of adverse fortune, that left the friends of 
reformation. F'reemen are this day called upon | freedom no comforter but hope, and rising after- 
to fraternize with freemen ; nations to fraternize wards with a tide of prosperity that left the ene- 
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mies of liberty nothing but despair. It was a war 
of freedom against foreign domination ; and the 
people that waged it saw all the vicissitudes and 
encountered all the calamities incident to civil 
wars and revolutions. But the long agony is over, 
and the struggle has terminated in the most com- 
plete success. Their fortitude and patience in the 
long and doubtful conflict were equal to their suf- 
fering and privation, and victory was the reward 
of valor and firmness. In war their measure of 
renown is full, and history will commemorate 
the glory of their deeds in arms. In peace they 
manifest the civil virtues of free Governments— 
temperance, justice, economy, moderation. Their 
wisdom is conspicuousin the annals of their policy. 
- But experience is an able teacher; the chroni- 
cles of the times are filled with useful lessons, civil 
and political, and Colombia has graduated in a 
school of blood. Her institutions are regulated 
by the spirit of the age, and accord with the es- 
tablished system of the new hemisphere. She has 
adopted a constitution of which ours is the proto- 
type; she has formed a federation, over which a 
second Washington presides, to wield its destinies. 
The consanguinity of this Union, and that Re- 
public, is established beyond a doubt. Her face, 
her figure, and her conformation, show the line 
of her descent. The parility is manifest, the con- 
simility complete and obvious. She is a rib taken 
from our side in a deep sleep, and given to us for 
a helpmate. When shall we awake from our 
slumber, and salute her as the fairest among the 
fair, as the loveliest among thousands? How 
long shall cold delays and bloodless caution in- 
-terdict consent, and sever hearts that hasten to 
unite? Let us this day awake ourselves, and cel- 
ebrate the rights of nations. Let us this day un- 
fold our arms, and consummate the union of Re- 
publics. We interchange Ministers with Euro- 
pean Powers as a thing of course. We speak, 
and are spoken to, by Kings and Emperors. What 
they say, we listen to as the music of many harps; 
what they give us, we roll under our tongues as 
sweet morsels; but this Republic, bone of our 
bone, and flesh of our flesh, is excluded from the 
communion table of acknowledged nations. We 
are deaf when she speaks to us, and dumb when 
she asks for an answer. If there is light in our 
countenance, why should we hide it? And where- 
fore do we turn away from her, as an offended 
person? The time has gone by, when we might 
have condoled with her, and softened her sufler- 
ings with the witchery of kindred sympathies. 
The time has come, when we are bound, by all 
that is just among men, and magnanimous among 
nations, to acknowledge her independence ; he be- 
lieved it, as he hoped for salvation in the blood of 
a Redeemer. That people, said he, have dissolved 
the political bands which united them to Spain ; 
they have assumed among the Powers of the earth 
the separate and equal station to which the laws 
of nature and of nature’s God entitle them; and a 
decent-respect. to the opinions of mankind requires 
that we should acknowledge their independence ; 
a decent regard to the memory of our Revolution- 
ary sires makes it an imperious duty. “ We hold 


‘these truths to be self-evident, that all men are 
‘ereated equal; that they are endowed with cer- 
“tain inalienable rights; that among these .are 
‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that 
‘ to secure these rights, Governments were institu- 
‘ted among men, deriving their just powers from 
‘the consent of the governed; that whenever any 
í form of Government becomes destructive of these 
‘ ends, it is the right, it is the duty, of the people, 
© to alter, or abolish it, and institute new forms.” 
And who were the men that first proclaimed these 
godlike truths to an astonished, but admiring 
world? Our fathers. Whoswore unto each other- 
to establish them, or die in their defence? Our 
fathers; who pledged their lives, their fortunes, 
and their sacred honor, upon the desperate, but 
glorious hazard. And shall we, their immediate 
ofispring, turn recreant in the cause, and treach- 
erously deny ourselves and them, as Peter did the 
Saviour of mankind? Shall the last of the Rev- 
olutionary heroes leave the high station which he 
fills, without officiating, in his robes of office, at 
the baptism of this young Republic, and of all the 
new Republics in America? Shall the nation 
first free be the last to acknowledge it in others? 
No! Let us boldly fill up our page of destiny, 
and leave no blank for after-time to write an exe- 
cration of our memory. Letus make the acknowl- 
edgment at once, and do it gamy as men—as 
freemen—as gods, if it were possible, and laugh 
the fear of despots into scorn. Suppose a change 
of cases; suppose these people had yielded to the 
importunities of European Powers, and made 
Kings to reign over them, and constituted family 
successions: Would the crowned heads of Europe 
have invited us to co-operate in their recognitions ? 
Would they, from courtesy, ask our consent or de- 
lay through fear of our resentment? No! Not 
one moment. They would hasten to kill the fat- 
ted calf, and dish up the gorgeous feast. They 
would fill their bowls brimfull, and quaff it mer- 
rily ; their joy would have no end; they would 
“ Sing, and dance, and shout, and sing, 
And make the heavenly arches ring,” 


with their imperial acclamations. Ay, sir, and 
toast it too. Fill full your goblets. “Let the 
trumpets speak to the earth, the cannon to the 
heavens,” the allies drink to Bolivar the First. 
And shall we ignominiously refuse to glorify the 
nativity of Republics? We can refuse—we may 
refuse. But mark—there is a power that will 
command us to our duty. A power that speaks 
and is obeyed; a power that is omnipotent in the 
affairs of nations; the power of public opinion. Let 
us beware of the reaction of that power; it is the 
great Jupiter of the age, and statesmen, obedient, 
tremble when it speaks. That power has spoken 
in the Patriot cause. In the cause of all the na- 
tions of America. 
« Hear its decree, and reverence what you hear; 

Who yields not recognition, nor wills to yield, 

Back from our sight, with shame he shall be driven ; 

Gash’d with dishonest wounds, the scorn of Heaven.” 


Thescorn of menand patriots, as well as Heaven. 
When Mr. Trumsze had concluded— 
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Mr. Pornserr addressed the Chair as follows : ” 

I shall offer, said Mr. P., no apology to the Com- 
mittee for addressing them on this occasion. 
have resided so long in the countries we are now 
called upon to place in the rank of nations—am so 
intimately acquainted with the causes and char- 
acter of the revolution they have undergone, that 
I feel it to be my duty to convey to the Commit- 
tee, as briefly as I can, the information I possess 
on this subject. a 

Sir, if ever there was an occasion that justified 
a revolution, that called upon a people to recur to 
first principles, and to seek relief from the abuse 
of power, by an appeal to arms, this was one. The 
revolution of the Spanish colonies did not arise 
from a mere question of abstract right, but from 
actual suffering and grievous oppression; from 
causes radical and certain, though gradual in their 
operations; causes that would have. inevitably 
produced the revolution without the violent crisis 
to which the mother country was exposed, and 
which only accelerated that event. It was felt in 
their Government, in the administration of jus- 
tice, in their agriculture, in their commerce, and 
in their pursuits of happiness. Governed by Vice- 
roys we pon in name, but, in fact, as arbitrary 
as the King of Spain himself, who commanded, 
not only the military Governors and intendants of 
provinces, but presided over the tribunals of jus- 
tice, and let any one imagine what government 
the miserable colonist must have enjoyed under 
European Spaniards vested with such powers, and 
who fad nothing to dread but an examination of 
their conduct before a tribunal, two thousand 
leagues from the theatre of their injustice. The 
colonist could not even enjoy the natural advan- 
tages by which he was surrounded. 

The eyes of a jealous and suspicious Govern- 
ment constantly watched the progress of his indus- 
ay: No sooner did a settlement betray symptoms 
of prosperity, than it became the subject of op- 
pressive legislation, and was overwhelmed by a 
swarm of officers, who, like locusts, destroyed the 
fair prospects of the harvest. The trade was not 
only confined to certain specified articles, but to a 
few favored towns. Rich as these favored regions 
are, and capable of bringing forth the productions 
of every climate, possessing great fucilities of in- 
ternal and of foreign commerce, they were reduced 
to indolence and penury by absurd and oppressive 
restrictions on their industry, on their trade, and 
on their private enjoyments. Without a market 
for their produce, it rotted on the ground. I have 
seen the most fertile districts of that fine country 
barren and desolate-I have seen the inhabitants, 
surrounded by all the bounties of nature, destitute 
of the ordinary comforts of civilized society. To 
those who have followed the progress of this revo- 
lution, and compared it with our own, the differ- 
ence must appear striking, and from the civil dis- 
sensions that have agitated those countries, it has 
been argued by some that the Spanish Creoles 
were incapable of enjoying the blessings of liber- 
ty—were unfit for self-government. In making 
thisconiparison between the two countries, it ought 
never to be forgotten that our civil and political 


institutions, our habits, our customs, our laws, our: 
rights of property, scarcely suffered any alteration 
by the transition froma colonial to an independent 
state. The principles of free government, repub- 
lican principles, had deep root in this country bė- 
fore our Revolution; and if they have grown with 
our growth, and strengthened with our strength, 
they were as well understood then as now. The 
Spanish colonies had never been intrusted, as we 
had, with any part of the internal administration, 
and were ignorant and unpractised in government. 
The means of education, I mean of a liberal and 
enlightened education, were withheld from the Cre- 
ole; printing presses were to be found only in a 
few of the larger cities, where, under a rigid in- 
spection, a gazette and an almanac were permitted 
to be published. The policy of Spain repressed 
the advancement of knowledge in her colonies— 
ignorance and superstition were the powerful 
means employed to keep them in subjection. The 
despot is aware that those who possess knowledge 
will struggle for freedom, and will achieve it; for 
knowledge is power. Dread of religious tolera- 
tion, and of what was worse, of spoliation, excited 
the clergy to oppose the revolution. The influ- 
ence they exercised over the minds of the people 
was unbounded; and, had not a few virtuous, 
well-enlightened priests espoused the cause of lib- 
erty, the colonies would still have been dependent. 
The aristocracy formed another and a powerful 
obstacle to the progress of this revolution—a class 
that abhor every constitution founded on an equal- 
ity of rights—a class that would rather be deprived 
of those rights than see all participate in them; 
that prefer any state of suffering rather than see 
power exercised by their inferiors. I speak now 
of the mass of the titled men in the colonies. Some 
few were distinguished for their zeal in the cause 
of independence. 

Another and very essential difference between : 
the two countries, consisted in the number of Eu- 
ropeans, who had distinct privileges from the Cre- 
oles, for oppression did not there fall equally on 
all. They were, to be sure, the smaller party, but 
the wealth and power they possessed, their union; 
their influence, the habitual respect in which they 
were held, their ideas of their own superiority; 
rendered them a very formidable body. They were 
aware that their proud pretensions had roused 
against them a feeling of indignation; that the 
oppressive measures they had promoted against 
the interests of the land, had produced hatred and 
an eager thirst for revenge; and common in- 
terest and common danger united them against 
the Creoles. They could not suppress the revolu- 
tion, but they retarded its progress, and procrasti- 
nated the contest. If, therefore, we regard the 
little advancement of these countries, their igno- 
rance of the principles of government, their civil 
dissensions, and the procrastinated struggle for 
liberty after all opposition had ceased on the part 
of Spain, it impresses us more strongly with the 
urgent necessity that existed of shaking off the 
colonial Government. It was the Government 
that placed obstructions in the way of agriculture 
and commerce. It was the Government, that, 
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forgetful of its primary obligations, suffered, nay, 
encouraged the daily violation of the rights and 
roperties of its subjects. It was the Government, 
m short, that sought to keep the people in the pro- 
foundest ignorance, as the means. of keeping them 
in subjection. A revolution proceeding from such 
causes, was not to be prevented by empty declara- 
tions of abstract rights, such as were made by the 
mother country when. struggling for her own ex- 
istence. The decrees of the different Govern- 
ments established in Spain during that period, 
were magnificent in promise. The colonies were 
told they had the same rights as the mother coun- 
try, but were treated as if they had none. They 
were deluded with hopes that were never realized, 
and were mocked with the semblance of a repre- 
sentation. Deputies assigned them, not elected 
by them. At no time was there more peculation, 
violence, and oppression, than during the interval 
between the invasion of Spain and the insurrec- 
tion of the colonies.. These causes operated alike 
on all, and the revolution commenced without 
previous concert, almost at the same moment in 
every part of this vast continent. It has triumph- 
ed not only over the opposition of the mother 
country, but over civil dissensions, and the storms 
of party. In Caraccas, where the revolution first 
commenced, its success was retarded by one of the 
most awful events recorded in history. The city 
was almost entirely destroyed by an earthquake, 
on the anniversary of their revolutionary move- 
ment. The clergy availed themselves of this 
event, and, assisted vs the superstition of the peo- 
ple, re-established, for a short time, the royal 
authority. The brave and patriotic Bolivar kept 
up the spirit of the revolution. His active ex- 
ertions renewed the struggle for liberty; and 
his zeal and perseverance restored his country to 
freedom. By his conduct and valor, the most 
formidable armament ever sent across the Atlan- 
tic, has been destroyed. His efforts have united 
Caraccas and New Granada into one Republic, 
and he has spread the principles of independence 
me of free government to the shores of the Pa- 
cific. 
<; Buenos Ayres has triumphed over the repeated 
and formidable efforts of the mother country to 
subdue them. They have had, besides, to contend 
against a powerful party of royalists in the interior 
provinces. The wealthy creoles of that country 
could not be easily roused to take an active part in 
a contest, the issue of which was uncertain. No 
doubt they preferred a national government, and 
freedom of commerce, but that was not strong 
enough to vanquish their love of repose and indo- 
lent habits ; to urge them, in short, to long and 
painfal sacrifices. The royalists are still in pos- 
session of some of the finest provinces of La Plata. 
The interior provinces of the vice royalty of Lima 
are still in the hands of the royalists; were, I 
should have said, for it is reasonable to expect 
that the example of the capital will be followed 
by the provinces. Chili, agitated for some time 
by. civil dissensions, and overrun by the army of 
the royalists, has at length established tranquillity 
at home;-and not only driven out the invaders, 


but carried the war successfully into their strong- 
hold. ‘The revolution in Lima is due to the efforts 
of this brave people. Mexico, where the revolu- 
tion commenced at an early period, and where, 
after a desperate struggle, it appeared to be quelled, 
is now independent. The spirit of the revolution 
continued to exist among the people. Hidalgo, 
and the gallant men who fell in the first revolu- 
tionary movement, did not perish in vain. 

To prove the utter inability of Spain to recover 
possession of these countries, it is only necessary 
to take a view of their vast extent, of their popu- 
lation and resources, and to compare them with 
those of Spain, agitated as she now is, by intestine 
commotions, and, for many years past, regarded 
as the country of Europe the most destitute of 
industry, of commerce, and of enterprise. The 
mere recital of the names which distinguish the 
Spanish colonies in America, extending over 79 
degrees of latitude, with a space of at least 1900 
leagues, interposed between its most distant set- 
tlements; the vast extent of their mountains, their 
magnificent rivers, the varied productions of the 
soil, the riches of their mines, impress us at once 
with the magnitude of their resources. Buenos 
Ayres, comprising the finest provinces of Peru, the 
rich mines of Potosi, and the fertile province: of 
Cochabamba, with a population of one million 
and a half; coining annually upwards of five 
millions of dollars, exporting ten millions, and 
importing about the same amount. Chili, the 
garden of the world, possessing the most fertile 
soil, productive of all the fruits of Europe and of 
the tropics, equally rich in the precious and in the 
useful metals, with a population of more than one 
million, coining three millions of dollars annually, 
exporting four millions, and importing more than 
three millions. Lima, I mean the Vice Royalty 
of Lima, including Cusco, the ancient capital of 
the Incas, with a population of 1,200;000 souls, 
coining annually five millions of dollars, importing 
ten millions, and exporting thirteen millions. New 
Granada, containing not less than two millions of 
inhabitants, with a trade of more than six millions 
of imports, coining annually three millions of 
dollars. Caraceas, with a million of inhabitants, 
and about the same resources as New Granada. 
These two countries have since been united un- 
der one Government, the Republic of Colombia. 
Guatemala, the country which comprises Costa 
Rica, and Nicaragua, and bounds on New Gran- 
ada, a fertile and well cultivated country, contain- 
ing one million and a half of souls). New Spain, 
or Mexico, contained in 1808, a population of five 
millions, nine hundred thousand, a population not 
likely to have been diminished since that periode 
Coining at that time twenty-three millions of dol- 
lars annually, importing twenty millions, and 
exporting between twenty and thirty millions. 
The detached Governments, contained nearly a 
million of inhabitants, making an aggregate of 
fifteen millions. eat 

I will not detain the Committee by going into 
an examination of the resources of each particular 
State. It will be sufficient for my purposes to 
particularize those of Mexico. The whole annual 
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agricultural product of Mexico was estimated at 
twenty-nine millionsof dollars. The annual pro- 
duct of the precious metals at twenty-three mil- 
lions; the annual product of the manufactures at 
eight millions; the exports at twenty-two mil- 
lions; theimports at twenty millions; the revenue 
of Mexico, for customs and taxes, amounted to not 
less than twenty millions. 

If, says Baron Humboldt, the political strength 
of a nation depended only upon the extent of 
country, and number of inhabitants, New Spain 

. might rank with the United States. Such was 
the state of these countries under all the disadvan- 
tages of the colonial system, for I have purposely 
taken the statement previous to the revolution. 
Thus we see that the total population of the 
Spanish colonies exceeded fifteen millions; the 
imports were never less than sixty millions, and 
the exports seventy. 

The estimated population of those countries is 
more likely to fall short of the truth, than to exceed 
it. The census was taken for the purposes of tax- 
ation, which induced the inhabitants to conceal 
their real numbers. And here let me remark, that 
this population ismore effective, and the proportion 
of whites greater than has been generally supposed. 
The most favorable statement ever published of 
the population of Spain, previous to the late wars, 
made it amount to 10,409,879. A population much 
thinned by wars, and pestilence, and famine, within 
thelast ten years. Theexports of Spain amounted 
to about sixteen millions of dollars, and the im- 
ports to between fourteen and fifteen millions. 
Let me ask then, whether it is probable that Spain, 
with not quite two-thirds the population, with 
inferior’ resources at all times, and those much 
diminished by this defection, can reconquer coun- 
tries at a distance, some of them of two thousand 
leagues, and none less than one thousand? The 
history of Spain herself is an answer to this ques- 
tion. With a courage and energy thata determi- 
nation to be free alone could give, Spain repelled 
the hosts of France that invaded her territory ; 
weak in numbers and resources when compared to 
France, they successfully resisted the utmost ef- 
forts of that Power to subdue them. One word, 
sir, on this subject. It is too much our custom 
to speak contemptuously of this brave and high- 


minded people; they were long bowed down by! 


an iron despotism. But other days have dawned 
on that fair country; after resisting with unex- 
ampied resolution, foreign usurpation, they have 
resolved to be free. Their sufferings from the 
vices and defects of long servitude, ought to excite 
our sympathies, and their efforts to establish free 
and liberal institutions, entitle them to our respect. 

It has been supposed by some, that the indepen- 
dence of these colonies would injure the prosperity 
of the United States; possessing a more fertile 
soil, and raising the same productions, they would 
drive us from the marketsof Europe. It has been 
said that colonies are safer neighbors than free 
States, and that so long as they were bound down 
by the oppressive restrictions of Spain, they would 
neither be dangerous rivals nor formidable compet- 
itors. -It is unwise, therefore, in us to offer them 


any: encouragement. Not only the best feelings 
of the heart revolt at such a conclusion, but it is 
manifestly false’; it is our interest that they should 
be free. With an extensive line of coast, with 
numerous navigable rivers, facilitating their in- 
ternal trade, with a population of more than fifteen 
millions, almost without manufactures, with a de- 
mand for one hundred millions of dollars, and 
without the means of carrying on their foreign 
commerce, these countries present a market for the 
skill and industry of our merchants, which prom- 
ises the greatest advantages. Let any one look 
back and observe how the demand has every where 
increased with the increasing produce. oe 

The wars and revolutions which have lately 
afflicted Europe, are known now only by their 
beneficial effects. Effects to be seen in the amelio- 
ration and extension of their agriculture, in the 
increase of their towns and villages, in the aug- 
mentation of manufactures, in the benefits of 
education, the desire of freedom, and in the gen- 
eral welfare and prosperity of the country. It is 
impossible to pass through any part of Europe, at 
present, without being struck with the improved 
condition of the people. An improvement which 
as it advances, will augment the demand for all 
the productions of the West. The intercourse of 
the provinces of Spanish America with these 
countries, will augment their means of informa- `. 
tion, and will enlighten them on the subject of 
government, on public welfare and private happi- 
ness. With the increase of knowledge, will arise 
free and well-organized institutions, the refine- 
ments and various wants of civilization. This 
cannot fail to produce a demand for all the manu- . 
factures of this country, and for all the objects of 
trade. I had intended to have entered, fully, into 
the importance of our political relations with these 
countries. I fear, however, that I should exhaust 
the patience of the Committee were I to attempt 
it; and I feel that I should exhaust my own 
strength. I am compelled, therefore, however re- 
luctantly, to waive this part of the subject. The 
question for the consideration of the Committee is, 
whether we shall now adopt a measure called for 
by every motive of feeling and of policy, at a, 
moment when it may give us weight and influ- 
ence in those countries; a measure by which we: 
shall at once assume the station that becomes out, 
character, among the great Republics of this : 
hemisphere; or whether we shall wait the slow 
and unwilling consent of Spain, or the uncertain 
policy of the other Powers of Europe. 

The latter have refused to co-operate with us. 
It does not accord with their avowed principles 
to countenance any resistance against the abuse 
of power, however flagrant and unjust. In all 
ages, Spain has been slow to acknowledge the in- 
dependence of those countries which have been 
driven to rebellion by her oppression. It is not 
probable that she will pursue a different policy 
with regard to her colonies in America. In this 
particular, and in this alone, I differ from the re- 
port now under consideration. It proves incon- 
testably the right and the expediency of adopting 
the measure recommended by these resolutions. 
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It is a clear and convincing argument, highly į the spirit of restriction and oppression, monopolized 
honorable to the committee, and, as I entertain | the trade of the colonies, will oppose their recog- 
great deference for their opinion, it is with relue- | nition; and the people generally will not consent 
tance I differ with them in this particular. The! to relinquish, without a desperate struggle, the 
committee think it manifest, from the report of! dominion over the colonies, connected, as it is, 
the Committee of the Cortes, “that Spain had | with their most pleasing recollections of national 
‘not only renounced the feelings of an enemy to- į honor and glory. a 
‘wards the colonies, but had been prepared,a year| Itis in vain to say that they are really indepen- 
‘ago, to consent to their independence, but for | dent. The Spaniards will not abandon all hope 
‘ particular occurrences.” They are led to this con- | of recovering possession of them until they are 
clusion from the terms in which the committee | recognised by the Powers of Europe. It is well 
speak of “the measure demanded by the crisis, as | known that there are many of the former inhabi- 
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“one indicative of a new and glorious resolution ; 
that it was demanded by America and by the 
‘true interests of the Peninsula; that, from it 
‘Spain might reap advantages, which otherwise 
‘she could never expect; and that the ties of kin- 
‘dred and the uniformity of religion, with com- 
‘mercial relations and those emanating from free 
‘institutions, would be the surest pledge of mutual 
‘harmony and close union.” 

Lagree with the committee, “that no measure 
short of a full recognition of unconditional inde- 
pendence could have deserved the character nor 
been capable of producing the effects ascribed to 
it.” But, sir, what say the documents on your 
table? The American deputies, disappointed in 
their expectations, presented propositions, in sub- 
stance, Mr. Brent tells us the same as those that 
at first met the approbation of ministers, and which 
would have been adopted, but for particular occur- 
rences. These propositions contain no demand 
for an acknowledgment of independence; but 
merely for permission to establish an internal ad- 
ministration, dependent upon the mother country, 
freedom of commerce and equal rights with Euro- 
‘pean Spaniards. This was, in substance, the 
measure first proposed by the committee of Cortes, 
and which was subsequently rejected by the king, 
“as a violation of the Constitution; that public 
opinion was not prepared for it, that it was against 
the interests of Spain and of America.” Some- 
thing less favorable must be intended by the king, 
when he says that “his Government, urged by the 
Cortes, to propose the measures they may think 
most proper for their welfare, or a consideration 
of the state of these countries, they will do so im- 
mediately, and with the utmost generosity.” No, 
sir. The recognition of the independence of the 
Spanish colonies would be opposed both by the 
interests and by the prejudices of the Spanish na- 
tion. Independently of the revenue derived by the 
Crown from those countries—a revenue of more 
than eight millions of dollars—the patronage they 
afforded was immense. Places in Spanish America 
were the reward of services and the means of cor- 
ruption. The aristocracy, who profitted by those 
places, and who regarded them as the means of 
maintaining their splendid establishments in Eu- 


tants of St. Domingo, now in France, who still 
cherish the hope of being restored to their estates 
in that island. 

These motives will operate powerfully upon the 
Spanish nation, and, it is to be feared, will not 
only prevent their recognition of the independence 
of these countries, but lead them to view this . 
measure, on our part, as an unfriendly, perhaps as 
a hostile act. - They certainly have no right to do 
so according to the laws and usages of nations. 
But the resentment of wounded pride is not always 
restrained by considerations of national law. 

But, sir, this risk, even if it were less remote, 
ought not to deter us from adopting the resolutions 
on your table. It is a measure called for both by 
justice and policy. The conduct of the Govern- 
ment, in relation to this contest, has given the 
best evidence of our respect for the rights.of Spain. 
So long as that nation made an effort to recover 
her dominion over her colonies, the United States 
abstained from recognising their independence. 
But now, when all opposition has ceased on the 
part of Spain; now that those countries are free 
from the intestine commotions which divided them 
into factions, and rendered it difficult to distin- 
guish which was the legitimate government, it 
would be unjust to withhold it. 

T hope, therefore, the Committee will adopt the 
resolutions now under consideration. It is due to 
the rights of the free and independent Govern- 
ments that expect it at our hands, and due to our 
own character and station. 

Mr. Rara and Mr. Netson, of Virginia, de- 
livered their sentiments, generally in favor of the 
propositions before the House. 

The Committee then rose, and reported to the 
House their agreement to these resolutions. 

The question being about to be put on agreeing 
to the first resolution— i 

Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, objected to the phrase- 
ology of the resolution, and proposed to substi- 
tute the word “nations” for “ provinces,” where 
it occurs. 

Some other member mentioned the word “ Gov- 
ernments” as proper, and Mr. Tucksr so varied 
his motion. 

Mr. Russeuu had no particular partiality, he 


rope, will abandon, with reluctance, the prospect | said, for the phraseology of the resolution, but he 
of wealth America presented. The clergy will | objected to the word “Governments,” because, 
exert their influence to prevent it. America was l according to our system, the word “ Government 


to them a source of ambition and of profit. The 
possession of America extended their spiritual 
dominion and augmented their temporal wealth. 
The merchants, who, bya code of laws framed in 


is different in meaning from the word. “nation.” 
He would not himself acknowledge any nation to 
have a free and independent government which 


is not a government of the people. 
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i i hich} Mr. Smrra remarked that his only view in 
ee ae eek Teeceus od H. | making the motion, was to get at the object of the 
soit ae Neat 2 varied hi ti friends of the measure more readily than could 
Neson, bore part, Mr. Tucker varied his motion OF pill for thi 
soas to make the resolve read, “the late’Ameri- | perhaps be ane, by a special bi t ot : is putto 
i in; which amendment was | But, in conformity with the wishes that had been 
Col aes expressed, he wales motion. A 
The question was then taken by yeas and nays, Lee lasting was k a aa ba ae e second 
on agreeing to the said first resolution ; and the | resolution, and carried un a uy PEA 
yeas and nays thereupon stood—yeas 167, nays 1, And then, 2 motion o ._ ; 
as follows: House adjourned. 
Yzas—Messrs.. Alexander, Allen of Masca 
Allen of Tennessee, Archer, Baldwin, Ball, Barber 
ef Connecticut, Barber of Ohio, Bassett, Baylies, FRIDAY, March ae P TA 
` Bayly, Bigelow, Blackledge, Blair, Borland, Breck- | As soon as the Journal of yesterday’s procedings 
enridge, Brown, Buchanan, Burrows, Burton, Butler, | was read—- i 
- Cambreleng, Campbell of New York, Campbell 'of| Mr. Eustis addressed the Chair and stated that 
Ohio, Cannon, Cassedy, Chambers, Cocke, Colden, | he was necessarily absent yesterday when the vote 
‘Condict, Conkling, Conner, Cook, Crafts, Cushman, | was taken on the resolution relative to the recog- 
Cuthbert, Dane, Darlington, Denison, Dickinson, Dur- | nition of the independence of the late provinces 
fee, Dwight, Eddy, Edwards of Connecticut, Edwards of Spain in South America, and that he wished to 
of Pennsylvania, Edwards of North Carolina, Eustis, record his vote thereon. 
Farrelly, Findlay, Fuller, Gebhard, Gilmer, Gist, On this proposition the unanimous consent of 
Gross, Hall, Harvey, Hawks, Hemphill, Hendricks, | the House was required, to dispense with the rule 
Herriok, Hill, Hobart, Holcombe, Hooke, Tackeon, F. which provides that no member shall be entitled 
Johnson, J. T. Johnson, J. S. Johnston, Jones of "es ithi 
; ftwi to vote on any question who was not within the 
Tennessee, Kent, Keyes, Kirkland, Lathrop, Leftwich, : h ; 
Lincoln, Litchfield, Little, Long, Lowndes, McCarty, bar of the House when his name bre eerie and 
McCoy, McDuffie, McLane, McNeill, McSherry, Mal- | Some conversation took oe on t ches Sdi 
lary, Matlack, Matson, Mattocks, Mercer, Metcalfe, of granting the leave asked for—in the course o: 
Milnor, Mitchell of Pennsylvania, Moore of Pennsyl- which, be 
vania, Moore of Virginia, Moore of Alabama, Morgan, | Mr. TAYLOR quoted the case of the Declaration 
Murray, Neale, Nelson of Massachusetts, Nelson of | of American Independence, to which were affixed 
Virginia, Newton, New, Overstreet, Patterson of New | the names of several members who were not present 
York, Patterson of Pennsylvania, Phillips, Pierson, ; when the same was agreed to, but came in after- 
Pitcher, Plumer of New Hampshire, Plumer of Penn- | wards and were allowed to subscribe it. The case 
sylvania, Poinsett, Rankin, Reed of Massachusetts, | now before the House, if not analogous, was as 
Reid of Georgia, Rhea, Rich, Rogers, Ross, Ruggles, | little likely to be drawn into precedent as that. 


Russ, Russell, Sanders, Sawyer, Scott, Sergeant, Mr. Cocke quoted the case which occurred yes- 
Sloan, 8. Smith, Arthur Smith, W.Smith, Alexander terday——in which, a member coming in after his 


Smyth, J. S. Smith, Spencer, Sterling of Connecticut, l b ani- 

Sterling of New York, Stevenson, Stewart, Stoddard, Fpa E pE E EA Led feet he had 

Swan nn l, Taylor, Thompson, Tod, Tomlinson, | peen present. On this occasion, Mr. C. contended, 

Virgo rimble, Tucker of South Carolina, Tacker of the same liberality ought to be extended to all who 
irginia, Upham, Vance, Van Rensselaer, Van Wyck, 5 

Walker, Walworth, Warfield, Whipple, White, Whit- | Were absent. 


man, Williams of North Carolina, Williams of Vir-| These considerations prevailed with the House, 
ginia, Williamson, Wilson, Wood, Woodcock, Wood- | and, by unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
son, Worman, and Wright. Mr. Eustis, and Messrs. REID, Dickinson, MAT- 

Nax—Mr. Garnett. Lack, McDurriz, New, Scorr, and Eppy, for 
_ So the first resolve passed unanimously, with | similar reasons, and they severally voted in the 
the exception of a single vote. | affirmative, when the vote was declared to be— 


The second resolution being under considera- | yeas 167, nay 1. 
tion—Mr. CuamBeErs wished that some gentleman! Mr. Wricnt requested a similar liberty to Mr. 
who was conversant with the views of the com- | REED, of Maryland, who was necessarily detained 
mittee, in relation to the subject, would explain | by sickness, but it was decided by the Chair to be 
the reasons for the particular sum that had been | impossible to grant such liberty to a member not 
reported. For himself, he was not entirely pre- | present. 
pared to say what sum ought to be appropriated. |. Mr. Coox, from the Committee on the Public 
Mr. Surru, of Maryland, proposed to modify | Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
the resolution so as to leave it optional with the Stephenson; which was read twice, and commit- 
Committee of Ways and Means to report a speci- ted to a Committee of the Whole. 
fic bill, or to include the amount in a general ap-| Two Messages, received from the PRESIDENT 
propriation. |OF THE Uniten STATES yesterday, were read as 
The motion was opposed by Mr. Nutson, of | follows, viz: 
Virginia, and Mr. TRIMBLE, who were unwilling | To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
to alter the resolution as recommended by the | 
committee, and preferred that this should be dis- 
connected from any other appropriation. 


| I transmit the original reports on the subject of the 
| fortifications on Dauphin Island and Mobile Point, 
being those on which the works were undertaken, and 
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have been in part executed. The doubt expressed as | Navy of the United States; and the President of the 
to the propriety of the publication is applicable to this ; United States was authorized to cause to be built nine 


document, which would have accompanied the Message 
= ofthe 26th, had it been prepared in time. 
E JAMES MONROE. 
Wasnineron, March 28, 1822. 


`O The Message and report were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States + 
In compliance with a resolution of the House ot 
Representatives, of the Ist instant, requesting “the 
President to communicate such information as he may 
possess relative to any private claim against the piece 
of-land in the Delaware river, known by the name of 
the Pea Patch, and to state, if any, and what, process 
has been instituted in behalf of such claim,” I here- 
with transmit a report from the Secretary of War, far- 
nishing the information required. 
: JAMES MONROE. 
. Wasaineron, March 8, 1822. 
The Message and report were referred to the 
. Gommittee on the Judiciary. 
> The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
‘from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
sundry statements in relation to the receipts and 
expenditure of the Government, and of appropria- 
tions, and unexpended balances of appropriations, 
` sundry periods, as called for by the resolution 
of this House, on the 13th ultimo; which letter 
and statements were ordered to lie on the table. 
` The House then resolved itself into a-Commit- 
e of the Whole, on the bill for the relief of Wil- 
am. E. Meek, and on the b 
fornelius Huson, which were respectively reported 
the House without amendment; and the bills 
ere ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


GRADUAL INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


. Mr. McLane, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, who were instructed, by resolution, “ to 
-inquire into the expediency of modifying the act, 
entitled ‘An act for the gradual increase of the 
Navy of the United States,’ so as to require a part 
6f-the annual appropriation to be expended in the 
construction of vessels of an inferior force to those 
now authorized by said law to be built,” made a 
port thereon ; which was read and ordered to lie 
ón the table. 

Mr. McLane, from the same committee, also 
‘reported a bill to fix and render permanent the 
Naval Peace Establishment of the United States; 
-which was read twice, and committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The report is as follows: 

. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution of the House of Representatives 
-of'the 4th instant, instructing them to inquire into the 

“expediency of modifying the-act, entitled “An act for 
 the-gradual increase of the Navy of the United States,” 
g0:as to require a part of the annual appropriation to 
be expended in the construction of vessels of an infe- 
rior force to those now authorized by said law to be 
built,” make the following report : 

That, by the act above referred to, passed the 29th 
April, 1816, the sum of one million of dollars per an- 
num was appropriated for the gradual increase of the 


ill for the relief of | 


| ships, to rate not less than 74 guns.each; and twelve 
i ships, to rate not less than 44 guns each, including 
one 74 and three 44 gun ships, authorized: by a previ- 
ous law. The President was also authorized to pro- 
cure steam engines and all the imperishable materials 
| necessary for building and equipping three steam bat- 
teries; and by the 4th section of the act, it was pro- 
vided that ‘the moneys appropriated by this act shall 
i not be transferred to any other object of expenditure.” 
By the act of 3d March, 1821, instead of the appropri- 
ation contained in the original act, the sum of $500,- 
000 per annum, for six years, was appropriated to carry 
into effect the purposes of the said act; and that the 
whole of this sum will be required to complete the ob- 
jects complated by these acts. That, pursuant to the 
| instructions and objects of these laws, there has been 
| built and equipt one ship-of-the-line, viz: the Colum- 
i bus; and that there has been built and launched three 
| Ships-of-the-line, viz: the Ohio, the North Carolina, 
| and the Delaware, and one frigate at Washington, the 
Potomac; that there is now on the stocks, built and 
| teady to launch, one ship-of-the-line at Boston—that 
| there are now on the stocks, nearly finished, one ship- 
} of-the-line at Portsmouth, New. Hampshire, one frig- 
ate at Philadelphia, and one frigate at New York— 
that there is on the stocks, about half finished, one 
ship-of-the-line at Gosport, Virginia—that prepara- 
tions have, for some. time past, been making, for put- 
ting on the stocks one ship-of-the-line at Boston, one 
frigate at New York, one frigate at Portsmouth, New 
| Hampshire, and one. frigate at Washington, and that 
| the frames, and.nearly all the timber, and other mate- 
rials have been provided for building one ship-of-the- 
line at Philadelphia, one frigate at Washington, one 
frigate at Boston, and one frigate at Norfolk—that the 
live oak frames, and nearly all the other timber, and 
two steam engines, have been provided for two steam 
batteries at New York, and one steam battery at 
Washington. The committee further report that the 
articles on hand, and those contracted for, could. not 
be advantageously applied to the building of vessels of 
a smaller class than those for which they were provi- 
ded and designed. “The frames of our ships-of-the- 
line are all got to moulds; each particular piece has 
its appropriate place in the frame,” and the labor of 
reducing them to a size suitable to smaller vessels 
would be nearly, if not quite, equal to the expense of 
a new frame. The copper provided, too, is generally 
heavier than is used for sloops of war. 


In the opinion of the committee, the frames being 
cut to moulds, which, being the cheaper and better 
plan, the commissioners of the Navy, with a due-re- 
gard to the before recited acts, were authorized to direct, 
there would be great risk of losing them entirely, by 
their warping out of place, if they are not put together. 

The committee are of opinion, also, that the funds 
appropriated for the gradual increase of the Navy; 
cannot.be diverted to any other objects, consistently 
with good faith, or the real interests of the nation. 

The policy was adopted upon great consideration, 
and with a view to the defence of our seacoast, and in 
a well founded conviction that it was wise and pru- 
dent gradually to increase our naval force in time of 
peace, and to render it efficient in the exigencies to 
which the country must be always more or less ex- 
posed. It is believed that the best defence for this 
Í country, and that on which it must principally rely, 
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not only for the protection of our commerce, but to 
prevent the actual invasion of the soil, is the naval 
force. The act for the gradual increase of the Navy 
was founded on this presumption, and designed by 
gradual means, in a manner least oppressive to the 
country, to lay the foundation of an efficient naval 
power, and to prepare, in time of peace, that descrip- 
tion of force, which could not be easily raised up in 
time of war, but which would be indispensable in such 
a crisis. It requires much time and great care to pre- 
pare the materials, and construct the vessels of the 
class provided for in the acts, and the experience of 
the late war has fully demonstrated the necessity of 
such a force; by teaching us the facility with which 
thé enemy could blockade a large portion of our coast 
with a single ship-of-the-line. 

The committee are of opinion that it would be un- 
wise to change this system, founded upon so many 
important considerations, without some urgent neces- 
sity, and in their opinion none such exists; on the 
contrary, there seems to be even stronger reasons for 
adhering to the policy, and cherishing the growth of 
our naval power, now that foreign nations are model- 
ing their naval architecture after our improvements, 
and at a moment when our foreign relations are about 
to be extended, upon a scale which should, at least, 
admonish us against any diminution of, or an indiffer- 
ence to the means of national defence. f 

The committee are aware of the importance of 
sloops of war, as a class of naval force, indispensable 
both in time of peace and war; but they are a class 
which may be provided in a shorter time, and with 
considerable advantage, even after the exigency has 
arisen, and, though they would be useful in time of 
peace for many services, and especially for the discip- 
line of our officers, and the more effectual suppression 
of the piratical marauders upon our commerce, the 
committee believe it would be unwise to break in upon 
the fund for the gradual increase of the Navy, even 
for such objects; and, therefore, recommend the adop- 
tion of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to modify the act, 
entitled “An act for the gradual increase of the Navy 
of the United States,” so as to require a part of the 
annual appropriation to be expended in the construc- 
tion of vessels of an inferior force to those now author- 
ized by the said law to be built. 


INSPECTION OF LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. McLang, from a select committee, deliv- 
ered in the following report; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table: 


The committee, to whom was referred the several 
communications from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
of the 28th of January, and 18th of February, 1822, 
in obedience to several resolutions of the House of 
Representatives of the 4th of January, and Feb- 
ruary, 1822, respecting the manner in which the sev- 
eral land offices have been examined, by whom exam- 
ined, and the moneys paid for such examination, &c. ; 
having examined the subject submitted to them with 
great deliberation, make the following report : 

That, by the laws of the United. States, it is made 
“the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause, 
at least once every year, the books of the officers of 
the land offices to be examined, and the balance of 
public moneys in the hands of the several receivers of 
public moneys of the said offices to be ascertained.” 
That, previous to the year 1816, this examination had 


been made by persons residing in the vicinity of the 
respective offices ; but, in progress of time, the aug. 
mentation in the receipts of these offices rendered 
more information necessary, and gave an importance 
to the examination which it had not previously pos- 
sessed. These circumstances proved the inadequacy 
of the old system, and, in 1816, induced the Jate Mr. 
Dallas, then Secretary of the Treasury, to direct the 
examination to be made by one of the clerks of the 
General Land Office, who was also permitted to make 
a similar examination in 1817; and received for his 
services, in each year, at the rate of three dollars per 
day, in addition to his salary as clerk. That, since 
the year 1817, the examination has been made by 
persons disconnected with the Department, and who 
have received for their services at the rate of six dol- 
lars per day, and six dollars for every twenty miles 
travel. 

That, in the year 1824, Jesse B. Thomas, Esq, a 
Senator of the United States, from Illinois, was per- 
mitted by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to examine 
the offices in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and Missouri, for 
which, as appears by the documents before the com- 
mittee, he received a sum amounting to the allowance 
which has been established since the year 1817. That 
the principal inducement to permit the said Jesse B. - 
Thomas to make the examination, as stated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, appears to have been an 
expectation that he would he enabled to secure to the. 
United States a large amount of public money in the 
Bank of Vincennes at the time that bank stopped pay- 
ment, which service he performed, and for which he 
has not received or demanded any compensation. 


Although the committee consider the duty of sug- 
gesting or recommending any alteration in the mode 
of examining the land offices, to be properly within 
the province of the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom this part of the subject naturally refers itself, 
they are nevertheless free to declare it as their opin- 
ion, that the public interest does not require any 
change in the mode which has been pursued since the 
year 1817. 

The committee presume, however, that this was 
the least important object of the reference of the sub- 
ject to them; and that the design principally was, 
that they should consider and report upon the effect 
of permitting Jesse B. Thomas, Esq, a Senator of. 
the United States, to examine the said offices, in 1821, 
į in which it has been supposed that both the Constitu- 

tion of the United States, and the act of Congress 
t concerning contracts,” passed the 2ist of April, 
have been violated. 
Although the committee freely admit the power and 
jurisdiction of the House of Representatives to guard 
; the purity of our institutions from violations, which 
it is the peculiar province of Congress or of the peo- 
ple to punish or remedy ; they cannot recognise either 
its justice or dignity in conducting ea parte investi- 
gations into breaches of highly penal statutes, and. 
the commission of misdemeanors amenable by the 
laws to a different tribunal. Such precedent might - 
lead, in worse times, to consequences of a ruinous 
and most troublesome character. They might be used 
to authorize Congress to become the expositors of 
their own laws, or improperly to throw the weight of 
their opinion into the deliberations of the legitimate 
tribunals. ‘hey would be very apt to be seized upon 
to produce a public excitement, and be perverted to the 
purposes of ambitious men and individual resentments. 
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At the same time. the committee would not be un- 
derstood as ascribing the present investigation to such 
motives, and, as well on this account, as from a just 
sense of the policy of our institutions, and the char- 
acter of the individuals concerned, they submit to the 
House the general views which they are constrained 
to entertain. 

The committee are clearly of opinion that the ex- 
amination of the land offices by Jesse B. Thomas, 
Esq., was not a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

That instrument forbids the appointment of mem- 
bers of Congress, during the time for which they 
were elected, to any civil office, created, or the emolu- 
ments whereof shall have been increased, during that 
time ; and, also, prevents any person holding an office 
under the Government from being a member of Con- 
gress during his continuance in office. 


The object was to take from Congress the means 
or inducement of creating place or emolument for 
“themselves, and thereby guard the rights and interests 
of the people from the encroachment of Executive 
power. The committee are the advocates of this pol- 
icy, and would be the last to weaken its influence in 
the Government. But the case of Mr. Thomas is 
clearly not within the words or the spirit of the first, 
and if it could be considered as embraced in the latter 
glause, his appointment would, nevertheless, be Con- 
titutional, since only the holding incompatible offices 
‘atthe same time is prohibited, with which idea the 
daily practice of the Government, from its organiza- 
‘tion, is in strict conformity. In fact, the Congress of 
«the United States has hitherto been the theatre on 
which the ablest men of our country have become dis- 
inguished for their virtue and intelligence, and re- 
mmended themselves to the highest honors and 
ces inthe Government. The same theatre has ma- 
ued ‘their experience, and conducted our greatest 
statesmen to the Executive and Judicial Departments 
at home, and to foreign Courts abroad, with equal ad- 
vantage to the ornament and real interests of the nation, 


If, therefore, there could be such an incompatibility 
as is imagined, it would then resolve itself into the 
question, whether Mr. Thomas, by accepting the ap- 
-pointment, had vacated his seat in the Senate, and 
with that body your committee would, in that case, be 
isposed to leave it. 
+: But your committee are of opinion that the duty of 
“examining the land offices is not such an office as was 
contemplated by the Constitution of the United States, 
which opinion seems to have received the sanction, 
and regulated the practice, of the Government since 
the adoption of the Constitution, by those who bore a 

principal share in composing it; ənd must, therefore, 
be supposed tohave understood its real import. 
». The committee refer to the appointment of Mr. 
Tracy, a Senator of the United States, by President 
Adams, in the year 1800, to inspect the posts on the 
Northern and northwestern frontier. For this service, 
Mr. Tracy received a liberal compensation, and extra 
“mileage, which is stated on the records of the Senate 
‘ofthat day. Under the Administration of Mr. Jeffer- 
s00, Mr. Dawson, a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, from Virginia, was appointed as the bearer 
sofa treaty to France, and was paid for performing 
the duty; and.during the Administration of the same 
President, Mr. Smith, a Senator from Tennessee, was 
appointed a commissioner to treat with the Indians, 
and actually executed two treaties under this appoint- 
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ment. They also refer to the instance, at a still more 
recent period, during the Administration of President 
Madison, of the appointment of Mr. Worthington, a 
Senator, and Mr. Morrow, a Representative, from 
Ohio, to negotiate with theIndians. In each of these 
cases, the individuals referred to executed the trusts 
confided to them, still retained their seats. in Con- 
gress; and, in the Senate, passed upon ‘their own 
acts. The committee content themselves with these 
instances, without enumerating others, as affording a 
clear exposition of this clause in the Constitution. 

The act of Congress, which it is supposed has been 
violated by permitting Mr. Thomas to examine the 
land offices, was passed the 2Ist April, 1808, and is 
entitled “An act concerning contracts.” 

The first section provides that, from and after the 
passage of this act, no member of Congress shall, di- 
rectly or indirectly, himself, or by any other person 
whatsoever in trust for him, or for his use or benefit, 
or on his account, undertake, execute, hold, or enjoy, 
in the whole or in part, any contract or agreement 
hereafter to be made or entered into with any officer 
of the United States, in their behalf, or with any per- 
son authorized to make contracts on the part of the 
United States; and further imposes a penalty on any 
member of Congress so offending. 

The act further provides, “that if any officer of the 
United States, on behalf of the United States, shall, 
directly or indirectly, make or enter into any contract, 
bargain, or agreement, in writing or otherwise, other 
than those therein excepted, on conviction thereof 
shall be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and fined in 
the sum of three thousand dollars.” : 

The 5th section provides, that “after the passing o 
this act, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Secretary of War, Secretary of the Navy, 
and Postmaster General, annually, to lay before Con- 
gress a statement of all the contracts which have been 
made in their respective departments during the year 
preceding such report,” &c. 

Without meaning to pronounce any opinion, whe- 
ther a court ofjustice would so interpret the law as to 
be applicable to the case of the examination of the 
Land Office by Mr. Thomas, the committee are aware 
that the words are extremely broad, and, if such could 
be supposed to be their true intent and meaning, 
would be capable of embracing every imaginable case 
in which a member of Congress could be called to per- 
form any duty, or render any service in behalf of the 
United States, and which, by any possibility, could be 
termed “a contract, bargain, or agreement.” 


They could especially be extended to the appoint- 
ment to negotiate treaties, whether the member should 
afterwards resign or not; to the appointment of prin- 
ters to publish the laws of the United States; and to 
the employment of counsel in causes in which the 
United States have an interest—than none of which, 
it is apprehended, is the duty of examining the land 
offices more plainly within the scope of the words, 
But, by the contemporary practice which occasioned 
the law, and which followed its enactment, among 
those who were liable to its provisions and always dis- 
posed to comply with its terms; who either aided in 
making, or lived and were familiar in the times. and 
circumstances in which it was made, and were con- 
versant with the men and their objects, by whom it 
was passed; it has received a different construction, 
and has never been considered as prohibiting any. of 
the employments above enumerated. 
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From the organization of the Government, down to 
the passing of the law in 1808, it had been usual to 
give such appointments to members of Congress ; and 
though in the case of Mr. Tracy his demand for mile- 
age was not deemed reasonable, neither the legality 
nor policy of the usage had ever been questioned. 
But, in the years 1807 and 1808, John Smith, a Sen- 
ator from Ohio, had entered largely into contracts with 
the War Department for supplying the Northwestern 
army ; and Matthew Lyon, a Representative from 
Kentucky, had numerous contracts with the Postmas- 
ter General for carrying the mail. These contracts 
had produced considerable excitement in Congress, 
where their influence had been manifested; and espe- 
cially the former, under the supposition that John 
Smith had become connected with the schemes of A. 
Burr, and used his contract to subserve them. After 
afruitless attempt to expel him from his seat in the 
Senate, the law in question was passed. From the 
date of this law, all contracts of the nature of the two 
Yast ceased to be given to members of. Congress ; 
while all other trusts and agencies, as before referred 
to, continued to be given, and the returns from the 
different departments made accordingly, without seri- 
ous complaint. 


The appointment of Mr. Worthington and Mr. 
. Morrow (both active in their respective places in pass- 
ing the law of 1808) as commissioners to negotiate 
with the Indians, was made very soon after the law 
was passed, and by President Madison, who was Sec- 
retary of State at the time of its enactment, and could 
no more be supposed to be ignorant of its general 
objects than disinclined to obey its injunctions in their 
true spirit and meaning. 

It is believed by the committee that the late Wil- 
liam. Pinkney was employed as counsel in behalf of 
the United States, while he was a member of the 
House of Representatives from Maryland, and argued 
some causes in the Supreme Court, and received a 
liberal compensation for his services. 


It appears too that in 1818, upon the occasion of | 


certain complaints made at the office of the Secretary 
of the Treasury against a receiver of public moneys at 
Vincennes, the present Chief Magistrate of the Uni- 
ted States directed the Senators from Indiana to inves- 
tigate the subject; and though the investigation did 
not proceed, one of the Senators who lived at a dis- 
tance, and: attended for the purpose, was afterwards 
allowed his travelling expenses. 

On another occasion, (in the year 1819,) the Hon. 
Benjamin Ruggles was directed to aid the Superin- 
tendent of the Cumberland Road in taking proper 
security from the persons entering into the contracts, 


and received from the Superintendent. seventy-two | 


dollars for his services. 


In the Department of State there exist few occa- 
sions for giving a construction to this. law “ concern- 
ing public contracts:” though in this Department the 
employment of a member of Congress (being the edi- 


tor of a newspaper) to print the laws of the United : 
States has not been considered by John Quincy Adams, - 


Esq, “or by his predecessors, as prohibited by the 
act of Congress, or as coming at all within its pur- 
view.” Accordingly, your committee find that James 
J. Wilson, Esq., a Senator from the State of New 


Jersey, and the editor of the Trenton True Ameri- | 


In the Navy Department, the committee have heard 
of no particular cases, or of any particular practice, 
other than that arising from the annual returns under 
the fifth section, which are exclusively confined to con- 
tracts for work and supplies. 

The committee believe it to have been usual in the 
War Department, also, to employ members of Con- 
gress as counsel in behalf of the United States; and 
they refer particularly to the instances of Mr. Bald- 
win of the House of Representatives, and of Mr. Rod- 
ney of Delaware, of the Senate, employed and paid as 
counsel under the direction of the present Secretary 
of War. 

The committee refer, also, to the case of a member 
of the House of Representatives, in the present Con- 
gress, who is employed, under the authority of the 
War Department, as the superintendent of a fortifi- 
cation of the United States, for which he receives an 
annual compensation. 

Upon these instances the committee forbear any 
comment; proceeding to remark, however, that iu this 
practical construction, there has been an uniformity, 
which could scarcely have resulted from any thing 
else than a universal impression of the real meaning 
of the law. By the fifth section it has been perceived 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, 
and of the Navy, and the Postmaster General, are di- 
rected to make annual statements to Congress, of such 
contracts, made in their respective departments, as 
are comprehended in the law. But in none of these 
returns, which have been annually made, are included 
any of the cases enumerated, whether the service had 
been performed by a member of Congress, or any 
other person, and under the idea that these were not 
of the description of contracts to which the law had 
reference, the returns embrace only contracts for labor, 
| for furnishing supplies, and for carrying the mail; and 
it is also worthy of observation, that, though this fifth 
section designs to compel a return of all contracts 
within the law, it does not require any such return 
from the Department of State, in which, though it is 
true no such contracts as gave rise to the law are ever 
made, it has, nevertheless, an extensive patronage, a 
| part of which is that of authorizing the publication of 
the laws, which may be dispensed to members of Con- 
gress, and as we have seen, falling clearly within the 
| general scope of the words of the law of 1808. 
| Neither has it been usual, or deemed necessary, to 
| make a record in either of the Departments, of any 
i such instances, whether the service was performed by 
; a member of Congress, or others, pursuant to the law, 
i requiring all contracts made by the respective Depart- 
i ments, in behalf of the United States, to be recorded. 


| The committee do not wish to be understood as re- 
‘ ferring to these instances, and to this course of prac- 
; tice, to justify or excuse an error in one Department, 
: by detecting similar abuses in others; nor as affording 
‘an interpretation which, if erroneous, should have the 
force of judicial decision ; but merely as the means by 
which the subjects and meaning of the law may be 
ascertained, as illustrative of the sense in which its 
provisions have been received and understood by the 
, Most distinguished statesmen, and the ablest constitu- 
: tional lawyers of the country, and by the common con- 
_ sent of all whose duty it was to obey them. 

| ‘They refer to them, as demonstrating a contempora- 


can, was employed to print the laws during the time | neous practical construction, which has prevailed, 
he was Senator, from 1815 to 1821, and from the year | without concert, in all of the Departments, and to 


1804. 


which an officer, entering an office long after the con- 
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struction had become adopted, might naturally conform 

his conduct. 

On the whole, the committee have seen nothing in 
the case submitted to them, which can lead to the 
presumption, that either of the individuals concerned 
had any intention either to violate the provisions of 
the law, or to abuse or disregard the spirit and policy 
of our institutions. 

They are of opinion that the employment of Mr. 
Thomas to examine the land offices originated in a 
desire honestly to discharge an important public duty ; 
that the peculiar importance of the trust at the time, 
and the character and elevation of the individual em- 
ployed, were calculated rather to invite than forbid 
the selection. Nor have the committee any reason to 
believe that the duty has not been faithfully performed, 
and in a manner conducive to the public good. 

Under these circumstances, and with such impres- 
sions, the committee do not deem it necessary to single 
out this case for particular animadversion, or to pro- 
nounce upon the comprehensiveness or precise import 
of the act of 1808, They content themselves with 
referring to the construction which it has uniformly 
received in practice, and to the conviction that the 
public good, and not any sinister or improper purpose, 
was intended; and they therefore recommend thé fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. Coox stated, that it was due to himself and 

- to the committee to say, that the committee were 
„not unanimous in agreeing to the report, and to 
express the views which he personally had of this 
subject, which he considered, in some points of 
“view, as of great importance, he offered a counter- 
resolution, which he requested might accompany 
-the report, and be laid on the table with it. 

Mr. McLane said he was sorry that, on the 
present occasion, the gentleman from Illinois had 
thought it proper to deviate from the usual prac- 
tice on making reports, in stating, as he had done, 
that there was a division in the committee on the | 
subject of the report. An obvious objection to 
such a proceeding was, that each member of the 
committee might feel himself called upon to say 
how he had voted, ifany oneof the committee did 
so. He believed, he said, that he should be au- 
‘thorized in saying that the honorable gentleman 
himself was the only one of the committee who 
disagreed to the resolution now on the table. 
Mr. McL. did not think this course to be the 
proper one to be pursued. It would be an en- 
croachment on propriety to suffer a commit- 
tee to make a report, and accompany it with ano- 
ther report, which might possibly be of a very dif- 
ferent tendency. The object of the gentleman, 
besides, could be as well attained by moving his 
- ‘proposition in the shape of a separate and distinct 
resolution, as in the way he proposed. 

- The Speaker, deprecating the debates’growing 
out of incidental questions, uselessly consuming 
the time of the House, pronounced his decision, 
that nothing can be received as the act of a com- 
mittee but what is the report of a committee, and 
that a committee can make butone report. Noth- 
ing, therefore, but the report of the committee was 
now under consideration. He adverted to the fa- 


mous case of the Seminole war, in which a coun- 
ter report had been offered by one of the commit- 
tee, and received by the House, but he considered 
it an erroneous proceeding, and not to be drawn 
into precedent. 

Mr. Mercer concurred in the view which the 
Speaker had taken of this point, and added that, 
in the case of the Seminole war, the counter re- 
port had not been received until after considerable 
debate, and it was afterwards a subject of general 
regret that it had been received at all. 

Mr. Coox said, he was not sure he had under- 
stood the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. Mc- 
Lane) correctly—but, repeating what he had said 
when before up, Mr. C. now justified it. It was 
no new thing for it. to be announced, on the pre- 
sentation of a report, that the committee was di- 
vided in relation to it. He quoted the example of 
the case of the report at the last session on the 
admission of Missouri into the Union. He did 
not know whether the member from Delaware 
meant to intimate that he had made an incorrect 
statement or taken any undue advantage. He 
would rather abandon his seat—he would rather 
never have set foot in this House, than do a dis- 
honorable act, or even an act of unkindness to any 
of his fellow-members. He deemed it a matter of 
importance even to the persons about whom, on 
this subject, so much had been said, to frankly 
present to the House his views, that no man should 
be taken by surprise in voting on a question 
deeply connected with the purity of the legisla- 
tive body—— 

The Speaker here arrested the debate as going 
improperly into the main subject, on a question 
merely incidental. 

Mr. McLane disclaimed any intention, in what 


| he had said, to alarm the feelings of the gentle- 


man from Illinois, or impeach his motives. He 
considered it an act of justice to himself and to the 
committee to state the facts of the case, and he 
had done no more. a 

The question was taken on laying the report on 
the table, as moved by Mr. Coox, and carried. 

Mr. Coox then submitted the following res- 
olution : 

Resolved, That the employment of members of Con- 
gress by the Executive, or any Executive officer of the 
United States, in the performance of any public service, 
during the continuance of their membership, for which 
they receive compensation out of the public Treasury, 
is inconsistent with the independence of Congress, and 
in derogation of the rights of the people, and, if it be 
not already, ought to be prohibited. 


Mr. Cannon required the question of considera- 
tion of the resolution; and, that question being 
taken, the House agreed to consider the same. 

Mr. Coox moved for a reconsideration of the 
vote taken upon the disposal of the resolution re- 
ported by the committee; on the ground that his 
object was to offer the last resolution as an amend- 
mentor rather as a substitute for the resolution 
reported by the committee. 5 

A question of order occurred, in which Messrs. 
Coox, H. Neuson, Cannon, and Taytor, took 
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art, when the proceedings ended in deciding to 
ler Mr. Coox’s resolution on the table, in the same 
manner as the report had been; and both were 
ordered to be printed. 


FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill to provide for deliv- 
ering up persons held to labor or service in any 
of the States or Territories, who shall escape into 
any other State or Territory. 

The question was, on the motion to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. F. Jounson was willing to legislate on 
the subject, but he thought this bill was calculated 
to introduce new and unknown rules in relation 
to property. Its operation was not confined to 
the slaveholding States, and he thought its ten- 
dency would be injurious to society, and the ad- 
ministration of justice. He was also opposed to 
it on the ground that it authorized a suspension 
of the right of the writ of habeas corpus. He 
hoped that the bill would be laid on the table, or 
recommitted, in order that these objections may 
be removed; and with that view, he proposed that 
the Committee rise and report; which motion was 
put and carried, ayes 55, noes 43. 

In the House, leave to sit again was refused to 
the Committee; and 

Mr. F. Jounson moved to recommit the bill to 
a select committee, which was agreed to; and Mr. 
Jounson of Kentucky, Mr. Cotpen, Mr. WRIGHT, 
Mr. Neeson of Virginia, and Mr. Wiuuiams of 
North Carolina, were appointed said committee. 


EXCHANGE OF STOCKS. 


The House then took into consideration the 
bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange certain stocks bearing an interest of six 
and seven per cent. for stock bearing an interest 
of five per cent. 

Mr. Suitn, of Maryland, proposed the amend- 
ments which he had submitted some days since, 
and which the House had ordered to be printed, 
accompanied with a few explanatory observations. 

Mr. Coupen was opposed to the amendments, 
because he wished to strike out the words twelve 
millions, and to insert in lieu thereof jive millions, 
so as to reduce the amount of stocks to be ex- 
changed; and, also, to sell the seventy thousand 
shares of stock in the Bank of the United States 
which are owned by the Government. The 
amount of dividends which had been received 
upon the bank stock belonging to the United 
States during four and a half years, had been 13 
per cent. for the whole period, amounting in the 
aggregate to $910,000, whilst the interest on the 
seven millions which was borrowed to pay for 
that stock, had amounted, during that period, to- 
the sum of $1,575,000, making a loss to the Uni- 
ted States of $665,000. But Mr. C. stated that, 
from the present price of that stock in the market, 
$980,000 would be gained to the United States 


United States $196,000 per annum, and to put 
more than half a million of dollars into the public 
Treasury. Mr. C. entered into a variety of con- 
siderations to evince the propriety of the project 
he had submitted, and concluded by observing that 
he should vote against the bill, yet, if it should be 
adopted, he thought the plan which he had sug- 
gested was altogether the most expedient course 
that could be pursued. 

Mr. Smırta, of Maryland remarked, that the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Couprn,) had 
admitted that $980,000 were obtainable from 
the present value of the stock above par. Nor 
was that all; for the Bank of the United States 
had performed the duties of the loan offices, 
which had saved the United States $100,000 an- 
nual expense. Mr. N. proceeded at considerable 
length in explaining and enforcing the expediency 
and necessity of the measures that had been re- 
sorted to, in relation to the Bank of the United 
States, and he contended that the stock of that 
Bank had already fallen, by the refusal of one 
branch of the Legislature at this session to aid it; 
and if the seventy thousand shares belonging to the 
United States should be thrown at once into the 
market, he believed the stock would fall down to 
ninety, and perhaps to eighty, so that the United 
States would utterly fail of obtaining the expected 
premium. It would evince such an hostility on 
the part of the Government to that institution, as 
would destroy all confidence in the value of the 
stock. l 

Mr. CoLDen replied to the observations of the 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Smrru.) 

Mr. CamBRELENG was in favor of the amend- 
ment, and opposed the scheme proposed by his 
colleague, (Mr. Coren.) 

After some further observations of Mr. CoLDEN, 
the question was taken on the amendments as pro- 
posed, and respectively carried without a division ; 
and the bill was thereupon ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, ayes 79. 


HORSES LOST IN THE SEMINOLE WAR. 


The House again went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the report of the Committee of Claims 
unfavorable to the memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Tennessee, claiming payment for 
horses lost in the Seminole campaign. 

Mr. F. Jones moved to amend the report of the 
committee by striking out the word “not.” so as 
to give it an affirmative character. 

The motion was supported by the mover, and 
by Mr. ALLEN, of Tennessee. 

Mr. ALLEN said: This claim presents itself very 
differently from most others which we are called 
upon to decide. It rests upon a positive contract 
between the soldier and his Government. We 
find the Commander of the Southern division of 
the Army of the United States inviting mounted 
volunteers to enter the service under a promise to 
pay them forty cents per day for their horses, and 
furnish them with forage and subsistence, at a time 


from the surplus price of the shares above par; 
so that the operation of the amendments he pro- 
posed would be, as he contended, to save to the 


| when a law existed to pay the soldiers, who had 
just returned from service, for their horses that had 
been lost on account of a failure on the part of the 
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‘Government to- forage them. The inspection roll 
of the Army proves that these men entered the 
service, and performed their duty faithfully, and 
‘were honorably discharged. It is admitted that, 
during a long and rapid march through a wilder- 
ness, no forage whatever was furnished. What 
was the consequence? Death to the horse and 
loss to the owner, but a gain to the Government of 
all that forage and transportation would have cost. 
If that has been done in violation of the contract 
with the soldier, is it not reasonable to pay the 
damages that accrued to the soldier who performed 
his part of the covenant? His claim would be 
sustainable in law, were the Government suable ? 
‘and, because it is not, are we to reject it? J hope 
“not; I will not agree to do so without stronger 
reasons than are to be found in the report of the 
Committee of Claims. I cannot see how the sol- 
dier’s demand for his horse is at all impaired by 
any thing paid him for hisservices. He performed 
the duties required of him, and only received the 
wages promised for doing so; yet this ingenious 
report tells us that that payment exceeded the av- 
’ erage value of the horses, and infers, from it, that 
the soldier is already overpaid. Agreeably to this 
mode of reasoning, if one of these soldiers had 
served six months longer, the Government would 
have had a claim against him equal to the value 
of another horse. If he is to be charged with his 
wages when he receives credit for his horse, it is 
evident that the longer he served the greater would 
be the balance against him. This may be good 
argument, but, in my opinion, very poor pay. 
There is a laboring, throughout this report, to 
draw the mind off from the merits of the claim, 
and fix it upon charges and expenditures that at- 
tended the campaign, for which the soldier is not 
atall accountable. After all the trouble of search- 
ing every department in the War Office, it is dis- ; 
covered that, out of the arms put in the hands of | 
the volunteers, forty-nine muskets were never re- 
turned. This, I think, might easily be accounted 
for by looking at the number of men that never 
returned. The killed and wounded could not be 
expected to return their arms, and certainly their 
comrades are not to be made accountable for them. 
Is it believed that we are never to want another 
Army? If we do, does any one think we will 
get soldiers, if they are to be made accountable for 
all the expenses? Was that the course adopted 
during the last war? No; the mounted men then 
engaged, were paid for their services and their 
losses. These troops only ask the same measure 
of justice all others received. If the policy even 
is doubtful, is it just to change it now, and exclude 
a.few that have been deceived by confiding in it? | 
Certainly not. If you want the confidence of the | 
people, remember that, next to their liberty, they | 
claim from their Government equal justice. f 
hope it will not be denied to these meritorious 
< men—soldiers, I would say, if I was not well 
aware that the very name of soldier sounds an 
> alarm here, not for their valor, but for our money. 
Sir, these soldiers are too proud to beg. Give them | 
justice or give them nothing. 
© On motion of Mr. Witttams, of North Carolina, | 


| 
| 


the Committee rose and reported progress, and 
asked leave to sit again, which was granted. 


Saturpay, March 30. 


An engrossed bill for the relief of William A. 
Meek, and an engrossed bill for the relief of Cor- 
nelius Huson, were respectively read a third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. Laturop, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, reported a bill to revive 
and continue in force acts concerning the allow- 
ance of pensions, upon the relinquishment of 
bounty lands; which was twice read, and ordered 
to be laid on the table. 

Mr. BLACKLEDGE, from the Committee on the 
Publie Buildings, reported a joint resolution as- 
signing certain rooms for the national paintings, 
executed by Colonel Trumbull; which was twice 
read, and, by unanimous consent, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


SECURITY OF THE MAIL. 


On motion of Mr. Hooxs, the House agreed to 
consider the report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, relative to the adoption of 
Imlay’s invention for the security of the mail, &c. 

Mr. F. Jounson proposed to modify the reso- 
lution in such manner as to authorize the Post- 
master General to adopt the plan or not, at his 
discretion. Mr. J. expressed his doubts: of the 
efficacy of the plan proposed, but he was willing 
to submit it to the discretion of that officer. 

Mr. Auten, of Massachusetts, was also in favor 
of submitting the subject to the discretion of the 
Postmaster General. 

The modification was opposed by Mr. Over- 
STREET, when the question was taken thereon, 
and carried. 

On the resolution as amended, Mr. TAYLOR ex- 
pressed his opinion that the resolution ought to be 
joint, and he moved an amendment to that effect, 
which was agreed to, and the resolution was there- 
upon read, and committed. The resolution is as 
follows: 

“& Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be author- 
ized, in his discretion, to introduce, as soon as conve- 
niently may be, on one or more of the most exposed 
routes, Richard Imlay’s plan of copper cases, secured 
in iron chests, with inside locks and sliding bars, in 
such a way as to test its efficacy in preventing rob- 
beries of the mail: Provided, the extra expense for 
each mail carriage shall not exceed one hundred and 
fifty dollars ; and to charge the cost thereof to the con- 
tingent expenses of the Post Office Department.” 


SOUTH AMERICAN GOVERNMENTS. 
The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 
ing letter, which, by unanimous consent, was or- 
dered to be entered on the Journals of the House. 
Wasurneron, March 30, 1822, 
To the honorable, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives : 
Sır: Severe indisposition prevented me from at- 
tending the House on Thursday, and recording my 
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SPAIN—DELIVERY OF THE FLORIDAS. 


[Communicated with the President’s Message, Decem- 
ber 5, 1821] 


Instructions to Colonel James G. Forbes. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 10, 1821. 


Sir: The President of the United States, hav- 


MOST IMPORTANT DOCUMENTS ORIGINATING DURING THAT CON= 
GRESS, AND THE PUBLIC ACTS PASSED BY IT. ; 


, receipts for them, by duplicates, one of which you . 
will transmit to this Department. On arriving at’ 

| Pensacola, and communicating to the Governor the 

| order from the Governor of Cuba, you will im- 

| mediately give notice, by express, to General Jack- 

| son, who will be at Montpelier, in the vicinity of 

| that place, that he may repair to it to receive pos=. ` 

i session; and you will then remain at Pensacola; 

| giving information to this Department through’ 


ing occasion to employ a person to take to the) the nearest mail (believed to be at. Blakeley) of 
` Spanish Governor General of the island of Cuba | your proceedings. You will also communicate-to 
the order from his Government for the delivery of | this Department any information relating to the 
the provinces of East and West Florida to the | country which it may be useful for us to possess; 
commissioners or officers of the United States | and wait for such instructions as may be transmit- 


duly appointed to receive them, has selected you 
as the agent for that purpose, and a certificate to 
that effect from this Department will be delivered 
to you with this letter. 

You will forthwith repair to New York, and 
there take passage in the United States sloop of 
war Hornet, Captain Read, who will be instructed 
to receive you, and to proceed as soon as possible 
to the Havana. The order to the Governor Gen- 
eral of Cuba, together with a letter from the 
Spanish Minister, General Vives, to him, is com- 
mitted to you, and you will deliver it to him in 
person upon your arrival. You will urge the im- 
mediate execution of it, and will offer to take 
charge yourself of the Governor General’s order 
to the Governor of West Florida. Should he 
prefer to transmit this by an officer of his own 
appointment, Captain Read will be authorized to 
give him a passage with you in the ship to Pensa- 
cola. You will also concert with him the means 
of transmitting the order for the delivery of the 
province of East Florida to the Governor at St. 
Augustine. It has been represented that the ar- 
chives and public documents stipulated to be de- 
livered up by the treaty are at the Havana, and, 


if so, you will require that they should be deliv- | 


ted to you till the accomplishment of the objects 
of your mission. 

Your compensation will be at the rate of eight 
| dollars a day from the time of your departure from: 
this place till your arrival at Pensacola; all your 
expenses on the passage are to be at your own 
charge; and from the time of your arrival at Pen- 
sacola the allowance will be six dollars a day till 
you receive notice that it is to cease. If you then 
conclude to return to New York, the allowance 
will be continued for a reasonable time, to admit 
[of your return. 

The papers herewith furnished you are— 

1. A certificate of your appointment. 

2. A commission authorizing you to demand 
and receive the archives. 

3. The order to the Governor and Captain Gens 
eral of Cuba, with a letter to him from the Spanish 
| Minister here. 
| 4. Six copies of the treaty, with the ratifica- 
tions, to be used as you may find convenient. 
| 5. A copy of the order to the Governor -of 
| Cuba. 
| 6. A copy of the act of Congress. for carrying 
i the treaty into execution. . 
| tis proper to apprize you that if, by any acei- 


ered to you, and take them with you in the ship ; dent, you should be prevented from executing the 
to: Pensacola, where you will keep them in safe’ service herewith assigned to you, Mr. G. L. 
custody till the arrival of Major Gen. A. Jackson, ! Thompson has a commission for performing it in 
who is appointed Governor of the whole of the ter- | your stead. Iam, &c. 

ritories i and to whom you will deliver them | ; JOHN Q. ADAMS. 
over, or to his order, taking a suitable receipt or: James G. Forges, Esq. 


